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im »n»T ^ Pff«T T!® wOTT *fl ^ iji v>n? 'wun 

Separate paging is given to this Part in order that it may be filed as a separate compilation 


mn II — 3 — (ii) 

PART II — Section 3 — Sub-section (ii) 

(tstt itama vt mtn nrwrrt ^ ihnwifif nftr (mi ^mi nmuHt ®tfvr) 

snfsnsrfTof im smfl fffd nd iitf^fsw mtn sfir wTEifsrjm^ 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(other than the Ministry of Defence) by Central Authorities 
(other than the Administrations of Union Territories) 

■flm TmfPT HLF.CTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 


<5TT^I 


ORDER 


Trf 1 1 , 10 7 1 

ftTo WTo 3186 . — tTT, fTTFET ’TTOFf TT frm'JFT f T W t H 
TTT^, 1973 ir JE Fftm- ttttt ^ fiTijR'ir Ip 

Pt^T 1 2 ITT^ HFT Tp “'TS^ J^-hIt^PT 'TV 

fnK, ITR 17^ tTo IVti 'jfw ^frp IT^rMiTT TTffJ- 
195] O'TIT TRT^ ^ STTT ’m'iTiiET "^TfiT Tt 

lUFft ^nf ir 'm'o'ft %, 

tiH, tpt , TFT dt-HVTm am fw tt Ti-ui'ra'TrTT tt 
^77% ^ 'TTTFT, TTirfFT ^ fT ’TTTrElT'f ^ ipn ^ f% 

7^% 'TFT VT WfrFTT ^ W Tti 'PTTF P.TT'T IF iFPTTLff 
F ft 

TFT. FF, TTT wfFfFFF ^ (FFT m-T % TFIFT^T F 
TrnfFT FFTiTTT wr 'Tt wfft tF fft t fFufr ifr Trrr ^ if 
fTTfr 'tfr tTft hF fraFT FFT F'FF ItF-T FfiFT T FFTF =t;f 
FT^ tAt IT’TF T Iff TF FT^ T?r FT^ F FFT iTiI t'T TTTFifF 

^7 FlftF TFFT ^ I 

[Fj fF7FT'-firoF'>/l2U7 2( 147)] 


Nl'VV Delhi, Ihc lllh November, 1974 

S.O. 3186, — Wbcien>i the Election Commission is satisfied 
That Shri Mahannnd Singh, Village & P.O. Kasha, District 
Piirnca who was a contesting candidate for election to the 
Bihar Legislative Assembly from 12J-Kasba constituency 
held in March, 1972 has failed to lodge an account of his 
election expenses in the manner as required by the Reore- 
sentation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder; 

And whereas, .ifter considering the representation made 
by the saiil candidate, the Election Commision is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for the failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Flection Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Mahanand Singh to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and foi being, a member of either House of Pa?liament 
or of the 1 egislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from tiie date of this 
order. 

INo, BR-LA/12]/72(147jl 
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^ 15 i, 19 74 

WIT .WT. 3187 ;---EnT , WTTflir >PT WTOT^f ’TOT I Pf RT^, 

1 9 7 2 fWFT RRT ^ pT# RTETTrw fH'TfM'T ^ 23-^’^- 

wfe R =^rir rtr RTTftwRn: •sft imn ttrt^, 

TTTR RW Rln I'l <,lgl, RTX'JT, rfW SrpTpTfk?^ wfcT- 

19 51 RRT WRTT^ RR PirrI BTTT TtRUsTR RwR 
'*M9T WTT h1|^ RV RtjtT '^iPaR WTtR R RTTFR 7^ 

WWl, 'd*-HVa<(T7 R j rR R+R'+i ^RRT 1^4 'SflR T7 4^, 
TNRl TfR HRTOTRT 4: pT^ Ttf TFR RW TTOPTTR fw 
4j rV^, PtwWr rtrVt wit rY rrirtr ^ rrt ^ Pf rr% rtr 

HR RRR5HRT % 1^4 WRf RRI^ 'FTTR RT RTTrYI^ R^ 

TTR; RT, RWR RfRpTRR 44 RTR 1 0-*F % RR[R7R R PfWtRR 
RTtftR U.tiyKI ^WR «fY RTTR R^ RRTR Tt RR^ ^ fefY rY 
RRR "F RT fwRfY RY TTRR ifY fWlR RRT flW fwRR % 

RH7R ^ RTTR rYt ^ fR4 HR RT4 r WfY RTflR 4 rftR r4 
Wfr TTRTRftT W fRTf^ EfrfRR RRIT ^ I 

[Ro fYr^-PTcRo/23/72{ 148)] 


Ptrt ^j rYt PtrYrr rtrYr wr rt^ tP rrtrtr ^ rrt ^ Pf rr^p^ 

TTR HR RR'RRRT ^ fRR RtH RRf'R WR^R RT 'RTRYf^RT Rift | ; 


RR RR, RR; wfRfRRR rY RT7T 1 0-R % RJRTR 4 PtrWR 
RTRYr RTRSTO RR7 rY RffRTR ^RYI Rt RRR fwRp RY RHR 
% RT f'F4Y TTRT RY PtRTR RRT WW fwRR RtYRT % RT^T 

rtr rYt ^4 R [rr hr tr4w w4 rtYYrt 4' rYr wr wY 

WRRIrPt % TrR PT7f^ RtfRT RW ^ I 

[Ro RplT-pToRo/2s/7 2] 


S.O. 3188. — Whereas ihe Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Oinnm Lukhoi, Thanga Chingkha, CaiKal, Tbanga, 
Bishanpnr Siib-Division (Manipur) a contesting candidate 
for general election to the Manipur Legislative Assembly 
held in March 1972 from 28-Thanga constituency, has failed 
to lodge an account of his election expenses in the manner 
required by the Representation of the Peopie Act, 1951, 
and the Rules made tncrcunder ; 

And whereas the Said candidate, even aftei due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 


ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 15th November, 1974 

S,0, 3187. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Shyamnandan Pershad, Village & P.O. Ramour 
Tengrahi, District Saran who was a contesting candidate for 
election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly from 23-KuchBikotc 
constituency held in March, 1972 has failed to lodge an 
account of his election expenses as required by the Represen- 
tation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made there- 
under; 

And whereas, the said candidate even after the due notice 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or Justification for such failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Shyamnandan Pershad to be disrjualified for being chosen 
as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
-State for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 


[No, BR-LA/23/72(148)] 


WtT, in, 3188. — RR'j [RhYrr TTTrYr WR RRUnR ^t 
RTR ^ Pf Rpt, 1972 VY flT RpipjT PtRTR RTR ^ pTT:r Prwfspi 
PtR 2,S-RPR fRwhH ^ lY ’^RTR RT% «fY 

rY^rtr wYf, rPttPtrw R^wrf, rIrt, Mrjw (irpipj^)^ 

RYWT JrPTpfPlFR RftpRR, 1951 RRT R^ RRIR RR fRififf 

ittt RYfWR v9*i PtrYrr wrrY wr wiYf t(Y %ist wtPrr 4 

RRRFTT^^ : 

rYt, RR', rtf RrrflRRK 4, RlY RnpF TfspR <44 3rr4 TF 

ifY, WH'fl HR HTR'FRRT % pTH wY4 'FTRT MRRT RRSYwiTtit RijY 


Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Oinam Lukhoi to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a Stale 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. MR-LA/28/72J 


wrr, WT. 318 9 . — rr:, PirHh rtrYr wrr rrtrtr 

^ RRT ^ f% Rt 4, 197 2 4 JT^ WRR f^RTR RRT 4: pTR PirYRR 
Pth so-rtrYst >iY?T 4 "^rtr rt% 'LtrIrwr “dY 4)^ 
Rr3«F, rYo rtrYtt, rtr rrwtj4Y ('frtorrr'), fsp^r wrrrr, 
WRR rYwt RprPTrUTR rMrRR, 1951 RRT R^Yr RRTH RH PtRrY 

STTT wYPfTR rtY PrrYrr ^rrT wr wiYt 4Y RRrr wrPsri' rtt^ 4 

WRRiRT^^ ; 

wYr, RR:, RR) R1 rYrRT7 4, r 4 RTRRT [44 TR4 T7 
4Y, RR4r HR rrrftrt 4 Pth w4f thtr- wrrt trc^Yrttr r^ 

PtRT rYt, fRRfTpT stTrYR RR Rft 4Y RRIRTR Ift RRT | Pf RR4 
RTR hr WR'FRRT 4 [RH "FY^ RRPR WiTTR RT iRTRlfRlR ; 

WR: WR, RR; qfmPtdRR 4Y RTTT 1 0-RT 4 WRRRR 4 PjrY- 
RR WTRIr ^1 RTF ^4 RTjR RTR^F 4 y rrr 4 Pf4Y 4Y rrr 
4 RT pFtfY TTRR 4Y PtOTR RRT WRRT fwRTR rItr^ 4 RRFT 
^4 rt4 wYt ^Y4 4 Fth HR wt4w 4Y rtYPh 4 HYr r 4 4Y 
RTRTRpJ 4 Pth PtT^T rYPtR RTTRT ft I 

[ro WRR-fRii Ro/ 50 / 72 ] 


S.O. 3189. — Whereas the Election Commission is satis- 
fied that Shri Ookul Pathak, P.O. Barpeta, Village Ganakkuchi 
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TICanara, Satraj), Dhtrict Kamrup, Assam a .contesting can- 
didate for general election to the Assam Legislative Assembly 
held in March, 1972 from iO-Barpcla constituency, has failed 
to lodge an account of his election exoenses at all as lequircd 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951. and the Rules 
made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act. the Election Commission heicbv declares the said 
Shri Gokul Pathak, to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. AS-LA50/721 


1974 


W7o 3190 — tm-, fiPTHd tTWEf StT tTmUR 

’tm' ^ itpI, 1 9 7 2 if xtiirr fTOTT mm % fiFPf 
% fsfu 49-'TJTsrp' Prifspr sfift mm 

tff mm fmm mprm, Tro''TsrmF fwr wmsm, ermm, 

mr?r wftjfmmr, losi mm ff#T mmrrr iru fwff 

jiTi ^ sili 41 t 'fifhttr R 

srftt:, md", "Jm; mr 

M H 

vfr, itnmt mr urmiiTmT ^ ^ tmr 

ftm t <pt ms wf mfmmr gr w ^ ^3^% 

'TT'T i;m wm'ummr % fm" THm m i=viit‘iPtrm mjr ; 

mm; mm, 7^ mffffmim ml mn lo-m ^ m fmrfmm 

wRitm ’Tm5[5TTr -jrffi -jf mm 4r fipft 

^ mr fmmi mim fTom mm wmm (mum % mmm 
^ mVr ijM % fmr ^ mPtm >41 rnffisr 4 fflm 
^rpTTmf'tr % fmf mtfmr stmt ^ i 

[mo mmm-fmo mo/49/72] 

New Delhi, the 19th November, 1974 
ORDERS 

S.O. 3190. — Whereas the Election Commission is satis- 
fied that Shri Harimohan Das, Village Niz Sariha, Post Office 
Patachar Kuchi, District Kamrup (Assam) a contesting can- 
didate for general election to Assam Legislative Assembly 
held in March, 1972 from 49-Patachar Kuchi constituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses at 
all as required by the Representation of the People Act, 
1951, and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or Justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Harmohan Das to he disqualified for being chosen a,s, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
tor a period of three years from the date of this order. 


^(To nto 3191. — mm;, fimhn mimlm im mmitin 

^ w ^ fmt mm, 1972 if gtf fmwFT ■mrnr 

fipf miNKm fmmWm ^ 203-5m3m fmmWmSm 4 ^TTm 

mr^ mm mwftwr 41 mlur mlif), tnm umr?!, mlo 
pjRT m^mr mt'tr srimfmfern mfMmrnm, 1951 rnmr rnmrtf 
mE fmmmi ffnr mmm % mmr ^Vfm m wmm fqmHm 

®Tmf 9iT ^<ai ?Tftpm 4 mmmim 3 ^ ^ ; 

mVf, mm', mm; mtmftmmTT: 4, mtmmt gmmr mpt mm 4t 

mrnml ^ ^TmrntmmT ^ Piq ftpri 

I, 4k, fkrfmm mrmkr mtr ml rnmiHim p mmr ^ fmt mm% 
mrm 5 m qm>hmdr fmt( mfrf rnmfmr mmOT mi rmimkrnfm mfl ^ ; 

mm:wm, rnm; *rftrimmm mm lo-m? % wpnmr 4 fmmWm 
TOtm mmt '41 muff mm^ ^ fmmft ml mmm^; 

mr fmmfr ftsm PratmmmT mw fmEtim mkm^ ^ mmmm 
mi4 mk fmm ifm mrkr mil mrfkr tfR mfl ii i m i mra 
% firm fmrfijm mffmm mrrfir ^ 1 

|mo fmiH-fm‘>mo/203/72( 1 so)] 


S.O. 3191. — Whereas Ihe Election Commission is satis- 
fied that Shri Naresh Manjhi, Village Danara, P.0, Daulatpur, 
District Patna who was a contesting candidate for election 
to the Bihar Legislative Assembly from 203-Punpu consti- 
tuency held in March, 1972 has failed to lodge an account 
of his election expenses within the time and in the manner 
as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, 
and the Rules made thereunder ; 


And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 


Now. thcicfore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Naresh Manjhi to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this ordei, 

[No. BR-LA/203/72(150)] 


mfto mo 3192 .— mm;, fmmWm rntmlm ipt rnmrarm 

mmi ^ Pr mr4, 1972 4 517 mmm fmtnm rnmr % fmm fmmkm 
% fmm 5 9'mlt(ieV mimmm fmmimm It ^rnim 9 1 ^ mnflm- 
rntm ml ^fkrm imr, sto aim kt, xTamrt: mkkf-i, 

(mmm) mmp gfmfmfmw mftifmmm, 1951 rnmr rnmim mt^ 
fmmm'f sm m4ftTm mm4 fmrnPmm *mmi[ tt rnTtf ml ^rar rntfism 
'ti'i) 4 mrnmvm ^ ! 

mk, mm; mm: mrmrmmn: 4, mil mmpi: M mim mr 

ml, mrnml w rnm^.mmi % tmu a:!# miTw mmat mifl 

fw II , mk kmkm rnimlm am m? 41 rnmurrm 4i rnmr H fr 
mrm iim m rn m.m'i r % fiarr rprfqa utrot mr mmflfmm' mifi t , 


[No. AS-LA/49/72] 
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ww: WT, srt io-t % 

STP ’sft ?fHnw «Tr Tt 4??^ E.41 'ffi 

%■ ITT fell ^ Eitt^ iTTTr ?T<T^r Esn^ tEi?? % naiu 
^rr 'JiT^ tfiT % Etij an ^nairr aiEij Jr i ,4 
T I M T irf u "fr EtTT EtE?T 'T^ f, I 

WTrtT-E^’n^/5y/72] 

S.O. 3192. — Whereas the Election Commission is satis- 
fied that Shii Haridas Deka, Dr. J. C. Das Road, Po.st Office 
Ciauhati-1 (Assam), a contesting candidate for geueial elec- 
tion to Assam Legislative Assembly held in March, 1972, 
from 59-Gauhati West constituency, has failed to lodge an 
account of his election expenses at all us required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 


And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failuie; 


Now, therefoie, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shii Haridas Deka to be disqualified for being chosen as. and 
for being a member of either House of Patliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order, 

[No. AS-LA/59/721 


trt 2 \ nTfirr, 19 7 4 

^owto 3193 — qq:, wnfpr Ttr rmraPT St 

lETT t ft: JTT4, 1972 t %n: ftSTFT rfiTT ^ 

ftm nratTvr ftirtqq ^ ftrn 1 5 n-n^PTmT (tlst Jr wqpr 

<TI^ iTTrT STaftqqi''' "qt sfl^ yrKT, TTFR" YV’rl Ptrq , nio umTUfT 
ftm qimr tPHi (ftfrr) tfpr: srEEfarq ^tftjfqqrr, i9si 
nsil otnui iTtr Eq+TT ffi * 1 tTnfttq E^tEd *59 n T TT 

Tt# tE qrftra' irTtr q nqrpqr ^ , 

itVt qq., dfh qqfEqrr E u+q*#: ^qqr El? qrq qv 
sf) ctqqf Tq wqwTT % Etn qfrf qqrq qqqr rqt^hprTjj- njr 
ftiTT I. Tftr, Eqfqq qrqpT rpT vfr qrrrtTTq fir mr & fr qq% 
qrq ipT wiq.qriT Erq qiff qqffq nr ppqlfqpT q^r ^ 

qq' tiq, qq: wfaEqq tf) airr 1 0-57 % sTqqmr if Eqfqq 
qpftq tfd(;ai''i qq: tfr q’niq qqqr ytt qq^ % EEI qf qqq 
nr ftqfl vpRt ult Ettr qqr xpsqr Etirr tEuii % qr^q '-^q 
qrtr qV ijEr ^ Epr rq wEq "iTf qrftqr q rfpq qqqr-rfa 
^ E?) EqfjpT qfffpT i 

[q.' fqiq-r-Efqo/i 5 fi/ 72 ( 151] 
Ho r^o rpT, qEq 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 21st November, 1974 

S.O. 3193. — Wheteas the Election Commission fs satis- 
fied that Shri Johan Hansda, Village Dnkaitamol, P.O. Maha- 
g.ima, Santhal Paiganas who was a contesting candidate for 
election to the Rihar Legislative Assembly from 156-Maha- 
gama constituency held in March, 1972 has failed to lodge 
an account of his election expenses as required by the Re- 
presentation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he bus no good 
rc.rson or justification for such failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Johan Hansda to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
.and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Lcgislalive Assembly or Legislative Council of a Slate 
for a period of Ihiec years from the date of this order. 

[No, BR-LA/156/72(151)] 
A. N. SEN, Secy 


xtEw 

qf ft?qr, 1 5 qrw)', 1974 

irq.xTT. 3 194 . — qq:, Eqfqq iRifpi qq qqTtpq sr qqr ^ ft: 

1072 irgq Eqfrrq Ewq q'qr ^ ffjq Eqtqq ^ fqq a-qiqqe: 
fqqfqq q ^qiq qqq qiiT qrqEqF' 'sfl Tfraq Enq, 
qTo^toxTl'i, qfqqq, E ji I • 0 , q'lT gEfqfmq wftiEgq, 1971 
qqr q^aE- qqnr qn ftTtrn jirr xiqq Eqfqq sqqi ^ 

q'li 'fit ^PiTT qrftBq qrrq if qqqqr Tjf 

qV, qq:, qqq in^m q, qq qn^fr rp^qr kir ifr, 

xpEY w qqqqq, % Ert qilt qrniT qqqr iqe^ftrnir qfj fipq 
xf)', fqqfqq qnm qq qir 'jE qqruiq rr qqf ft: qqr qrq 
^ qqTHOT q: Eiq qrf qqEr qrnnq qr fqFflfqrq q^ t; 

wq- qq, qqq qftifqqq irr qm 10 -q % q^qnq q fqVfqq 
xrrq'iq qq^sra wt m qqq fqqiq qi qq^ q ItEt EY qqq q 
qr EEY Etnq qqi qw Eqrq oEq^ E qqrq 

qiq qYr bE % fqq qq qpfq EY qrnq q qfq yt EY qrqprfq 
% Ew fqqftq uYEq 1 

[q^^fYpJ^'r-Eoqi; / 4/ 7 2 ( 2 j ] 
ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 13th November, 1974 

S.O. 3l94.~Whcrens fhe Election Commission is s.itisficd 
that Slui .Aiun Bikash. Siimsilni, 8. P.O. Chavvngtc, Mizoram 
a contesting candidate for the general election to the Mizo- 
r.am l.cgislative As'-cmbly held in April, 1972, from 4- 
Chawngte constilucncy, has failed to lodge an account of 
his I lection extyenses as rcqiiiied by the Representation of 
the People Act,, 1951 and the Rules m.odc thereunder; 

\nd whereas, the said candidate even after due notices 
h.is not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commu.ion is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or iustification for such failnre; 

Now, therefore, in pnisuance of section lOA of the .said 
\ct, the Election Commission heicby declaics the said Shri 
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^Tiin Bika^ih to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or legislative Council of _a 
Stale for a peiiod of three yeats fiom the date of this 
01 del . 

[No. MlZ-LA/4/72(2H 


HIT, ttt. .) 1 9 5. -T't:. fdTixm nmflTt «rT wuft w fH; wt, 
1 9 7 '4 fqsjTTR- fsTUTiT TTTTT HI Frq fqVRiT ^ Fpt 

fr 'TFT jrqTHHTT Tf FtGdf'iT, ^jTfoifTo -HlufTS 

gFrEthFr trfyfddn, 1 9 t i ^ittf mt. 

fiPTTTl am Trff'.TT httf ®FfT Htr Tt Tgi trrtrrr 

Tim if SFtMH ^ 


«fU, TR , TFT TfTfmtTT F, ^ir TfTtm jjwr Fra tttT tt 
vrf, Hmr m i tPT T.^di % huJ Hrm Hmr =1^ 

fwT TtV FraFra ttthFt hit Tt WcIFT ?tt w ^ Ft mt^ 

TFT m VT-HTH TT HI firtf Hnf TTTrH HTm TT TqiAh^l iT^f 


TFT TTIT, ‘3TT FfufTTF Tt 'ctlTT 1 0-HI % TFlTfFT TT Frai^ 
TTTHTTT t^Sm TFT >iTr HPhIHI' FT TFF^ if Ffrat fft >TFT F 
tn tFTTT Tfnr vft fFJT'T thtt TFTHT fHUT'T FfTirs^ F iRtt 'S^T 
FTH T^’" f;T4 F FtF ft Ttr^ F1 TT'Crta' T TTT ft ift FFTT^tt 
F fm fTffiH FfTT FTTT t I 


[TuftrifToTFoT'5/ l/72(,t)] 


S.O. 4195, — Wheicas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Roliiina, B. P. . Chawngtc, MEorani, it contesting 
candidate for the gcnciiil election to the MEoram ‘legislative 
Assembly held in April, 1972, from 4-C’hawngle constituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as 
leqiiired by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and 
the Rules made thereunder; 


And whereas, the said candidate even aftei the due notices 
has not given anv icason or explanation for the failuic and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or juslification for such failure; 


Novv therefore, In puisii.ince of section in,\ of the said 
Act, the Election ( ommission hereby deelaies the said Shii 
Roliana to be disqualified for being chosen 

as, and for being, a rnenibei of either House of Pniliiimcnt 
or of the EegisEilne Assembly or Eceisliitivc Council of .i 
State for 11 period of three tears from the date of this 
Ordei . 

[No, MIZ-LA/4/72(3)l 

FT.WT- 3196. — TT . FthItT tTTTIT FT TTtTtrTT tTT TTT S Tf St5t, 

1 9 7 2 fr ^rr finfrriT frUTT TTI F Ft 4 PTHiFT F ItT T rarF# 

[tfITt lara t ramF ftT rnTfraFTT TT vTm^TT, FTaifToiiTTo q i diE , 
fTTfrm, Ttf Tr'TrTEpF TTftlfwT, 1 9 .T ) TiTT T^^fiTT TTTT ttT 
fFTTT JT'TT TTtEtt fTFITT 'FTl TT FtT VrV YqT FlfiFT FVT if 
TTTFFT -Ct g, 


WV, FT., TTT mTft^HTT T, ^ TTTF ’jm fH4‘ F7T FT '47, 
wfr FT ttJ|4i-TT T F FtF Fti FTTUT tTFHT TWtFTF T^T fFFT 
'r , HTV, fFT^rar FfFTT FT FS '4V tttttijfT ?T TFT ft Tf FtT FfT 
FT TTFTTT F EtT Ft^ FFfFT FmF FT TqTrftfFT TffT 

TT TT, 'iFT TftrfTMM FT FT''T 1 U-F TT sSTTTm T fTFtTT 
TTTTT TTF'T'T TFT TT TTT'aTT FT TTF F [FTT TT TFT F FT 
fFrff TTFF Ft fTHTT TFT TTTT EtTR FfrTF F TmT ’^T TTT 
Hit'' SIT F i'TT in Trer nit ttfTtt t tIt nd fT FTTTFftr F 

f'TT fTTflTT FtItT HTTTT ft I 

[jfo fq-jfTa fra Ts/ 4/7 2 ( 1 )] 

httFw F, 

FTo TTF^FTiaTT, tItT I 

S.O. 3196. — Whcieas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shi I Ramkhuina. B.P.O. Chawngle, Mizoram, a contest’ 
ing candidate tor the gcncial election to the Mi/oram Legis- 
lative .Assembly held in April, 1972, from 4-Chawnfite cons- 
htiiency, has failed to lodge an account of his election ex- 
ps'iises as leqiiiied by the Represenlation of the People Act, 
1951, and the Rules made tnereundei; 

And whereas the said candidate even after due notices 
h.is not given ,iny loason or explanation for the faikiic and 
the I lection Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
icason or iustification for such failure; 

Now, iliereloie, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby deelaies the said Shri 
Ramkhum.i to be disqualified for being chosen 
lu, and for being, a memhei of cither House of Pailiamcnt 
or o( the Legislative Assembly 01 Legislative Council of a 
State leu a peiiod of three years from the elate of this 
ordci . 

[No. MIZ-LA/4/72(4)] 

nt flT'fr, 1 h TTTFT, 1 m 7 .1 

Ftv'TT-' 3197. — FT , ItaItT WTTT FT TFT TIT KT W ft fF TTT, 

1 '172 T sfirPTF fFETTT TTT F f'TT FtHNT F fTT 1 2 2-TrTFr^ 
fTHTFT WT T TTTF TTT TTT TTTTFTTT tV ifToTTo TTpnT, 
TITTrrai, fT fTTT, FFTTF, TtF TirfrftpF TfdfTTT 19 SI TTT 
TTflT FTR im fTiriT> ^prr TTfsTT TTT fTHTTT RTT HT FTY 4f 
'FT HTfnFT TFT T TTFT ft, 

TFt ft , THT ■JTTTHTiT T, TT ttttF gTTT fitF TTT TT '4f, 
TTTf m TTFTTT F frT FH FTTcr TTTT ttctIftjt Tftt fHFT 
ft, xffT, fTFITT TIFTT ft FS TT TFTIITT fT TFT ft ftl TT% FTT 
FT TTFTTT F f'TT Fit TFfsT FTm qr mFlfTTF Tftt ft, 

Trt TF. THT TTf'OfTTF Hit STTtT 1 (l-F F TI^TFtt T fTTtTT 
TTFPT TTFFTTT TFT ‘‘ft Tt'-nq-t, TT'UT FT TTT F fF'ft 4t TFT 
F FT fFTT tTTf Tf W'JTT TTT TFTT fF'-TTT irTT^ F ttfT 
TTT tV ftiT F fTT TTT TTT Ft TTtW T TtT Tpf Htt FTTfEt 
F fTT fTTFxT TtfFT FTTf ft I 

[p,,pi]T-fFcTv 122 / 72 ] 

FTv TlFTHTiFT, tItT I 
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New Delhi, the 16lh November, 1974 

,S.O. 3197. — Whereas the Election rommission ts satisfied 
that Shri D S Manjunath, bomwaipct, Coorg Distnct (Kar 
nataka State), a contesting candidate foi the general election 
held in M trch 1972 to the Karnataka legislative Assembly 
Irom 122-Somwainet constituency, has failed to lodge any 
uccoiint of his election expenses as required by the Repre- 
sentation of the People \ct, 1951, and the Rules made thcrc- 
undei. 

And wheie IS Ihe ‘aid candidate even after the due notices 
has not given anv reason or explanation for the fuiluie and 
the Flection Cumnission is satisfied that he has no good 
iciison 01 instificiition foi such failure, 

Now, theiefoic, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
^ct, the Election Commission hcicby declares the said Shn 
D S Manlunath to be disqualified for being chosen 
as and for being, a member of cithci House of Parliament 
or of the l.efiislallvc Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of thiee years from the date of this 
order 

I No MY-LA/122/72] 
V NAG ASUBRAMANIAN, Secy 


Ne\v Delhi the 21st November, 1974 

S.O. 3198 — In piiisnance of clause (b) of sub-section (2) 
of section IIGC of the Representation of the People Act, 
1951, the Eleclion Commission hereby publishes the judg- 
ment dated the 3 October 1974 of the Supreme Court of 
India in CimI Appeal No l‘'49(NCri of 1973 filed by Shn 
Kanwin 1 al Oupta agnnst the Judgment dated the 19 May, 
1972 of the High fouit ol Delhi in Election Petition No 2 
of 1971 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

Civil APPEAI NO 1549 OF 1972 

Shn Kanwar I ill Gupta Appellant 

Versus 

Amai Nath Chawla & Ors Respondent 

JUDGMENT 

BHACfWATL J, — The conlioversy in this appeal relates 
to the validity of election lo the I ok Sabha from the Sadar 
Pai liamenlai y Constituency in the Union Territory of Delhi 
Eleven candidates originally olleicd themselves for elect on 
from this constituency but out of them, six withdraw their 
candidatuie with Ihc result that only five remained in the 
field as contesting candidalcs They were the petitionci and 
I espondents Nos 1 to 4 The petitioner was put up as a cinJi- 
date by the Jan Sangh, while the candidature of the first 
respondent was sponsoied by the Conjjiess, which at that 
lime, on account of the split in the organisation, was known 
as the luhng Congress or the new Congress Respondents 
Nos 2 to 4 weic independent candidates Though there were 
nominally five candidates, the real contest was between the 
petitioner and the fiist respondent The polling took place 
on 5th Maich 1971 and the lesiilt of the poll was declared 
on 11 th Maich, 1971 The petitioner secured 55305 votes, 
while the fiist lespondcnt polled 98108 votes The first res- 
pondent thus won by a laige mamiity and was declared elect- 
ed The petUioncr theieupon filed an election petition chal- 
lenging (he validity of the election of the fiist respondent on 
vaiKHis giounds The election petition was contested by the 
first respondent and, as the voluminous mass of record shows 
It was fought out to a bittci end with great industry and 
thoroughness on bolh sides Mr Justice Andley of the Delhi 
High Court who heaid the election petition, found in an cla- 
boiale judgment Ih it none of the giounds on which the elec- 
tion was sought to be mv,didated was established and he ac 
coidingl) dismissed the election petition with costs The pre- 
sent appeal piefciicd by the petitioner impugns this judg 
nient of Mi Justice Andley 


The election petition was based on numerous grounds whi^S 
were siimmaiisod m paragiaph 9 and subsequently elaborat- 
ed in paiagraphs 12, 14, 19, to 21 and 24 to 26 The ground 
set out in paiagraph 12 was that the elector rolls, on the 
basis of which the election had been held, weic impcrfact 
and defective, and that vitiated Ihc election Paiagraph 14 
alleged the invalidity of the amendment m rule 56 of the 
Conduct of Eleclion Rules 1961 and paiagraphs 18 and 19 
challenged the validity of the election on the gionnd that 
about d lac oi more ballot papeis, which had been chemically 
treated, were fiaudnienlly mtiodnccd and that had matciially 
affected the result of the election The charge m paragraphs 
20 and 21 was that the fiist respondent was guilty of corrupt 
practice, in that the fust respondent, his election agent and 
othci persons with his consent, including the first respondent, 
had punted and published a hand bill and a poster contain- 
ing statements In i elation to the personal chaiacter or con- 
duct of the petitionci which wcic false and which the find 
respondent did not believe to be true, and which were rea- 
sonably calculated to prcjudica the prospects of the petitioner's 
election Patagiaph 24 also chaigcd a similar cornipt prac- 
tice on the allegation that these statements wcie lepeated by 
the first and the fifth respondents in public meetings as also 
during the course of canvassing And lastly, it was alleged 
in paragraphs 25 and 26 that the first respondent had in 
cun cd or authorised expenditui e in excess of the presci ibed 
limit of Rs 10,000 in contravention of section 77 of the 
Rcpiesentation of the People Act 1951 These were broadly 
the grounds on which the election of the first respondent was 
sought to be declaicd void by the petitioner 

Though the first, second and fifth respondents filed their 
lespeclivc written statements, the contest was only on behalf 
of the hist and fifth respondents The second respondent 
suppoitcd Ihe petitionei, his support was however not of 
much value since he did not take any active part in the pen- 
fion Respondents 3 and 4 weie obviously not interested in 
the petition and they did not even care to appeal or file any 
written statement. The fiist and fifth respondents raised in 
then wiitten statements ccitain pielimmary objections and 
also denied the vaiious allegatioas made in the petition and con- 
tested the grounds on which the petitioner claimed to set 
aside the election of the first icspondent We shall deal with 
the contents ol these written statements a little later when 
we examine the specific charges levelled against the first res- 
pondent Suffice It to state for the present that on the basis 
of the pichminary objections laiseii in the written statements, 
Ihe learned Trial Judge framed four pieliminaiy Issues and 
they were decided by an order dated 6fh August, 1971 So 
far as the fiist pieliminary issue is concerned, the learned 
Trial Judge held that paiagraphs 2, 12, 18 to 21 and 24 to 
26 did not suffer from lack of concise statement of material 
facts, but they did not give full particulars of the allegations 
and he accoidingly diiected the petitioner to furnish furthei 
particuhiis with respect to paragraphs 18 to 21, 24 and 25 as 
specified in the schedule to the ordci The second and the 
fouith preliminary issues do not survive for considei ation 
they were decided against the petitioner and the petitioner 
docs not challenge the decision in appeal The third prch 
minary issue was decided in favour or the petitioner but it is 
now meaningless to discuss it because the petitioner is not 
pressing the ground set out in paragiaphs 18 and 19 m sup 
port of the appeal 

Pursuant to the aforesaid order dated 6th August, 1971, 
Ihe petitioner furnished paiticulars of the allegations contain- 
ed m paragraphs 18 to 21 24 and 25 by an affidavit dated 
19th August, 1971 A reply to these particulars was given 
by the first respondent on 26th August, 1971 We shall 
have occasion to refer to these puiticiilais and the leply made 
to them when we examine the aiguments advanced on be- 
half of the parties 

The Icaincd Trial Judge then framed issues on the merits 
by an older dated 3rd September, 1971 Issues 1 to 7 of 
these issues i elate to the giound set out in paragraphs 18 and 
19 It IS not nccessaiy to lefci to them since they weie 
decided against the petitionci by the learned Trial Judge and 
the coiiectncss of this decision is not assailed on behalf of 
the petitionci in the present appeal Issue 8 laised the ques- 
tion whether the ^ll^t respondent, his election agent and other 
persons with the consent of the first respondent or his elec- 
tion agent committed the corrupt piacticcs charged in pain- 
graphs 20 and 21 and Issue 9 lalscd a similar question in 
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to the corrupt pructiees iet out in paragraph 24. The 
qucstirjn whether the first respondent incurred or authorised 
expenditure in c.xcess of the prescribed limtt of Rs. 10,000 
in contravention of section 77 as alleged in paragriph 25, was 
put in issue in Issue 10. Issues 11, 12 and 13 raised certain 
subsidiary questions but it appears fi’om the judgment of tho 
learned Trial Judge that they were not pressed by the learned 
'ulsocate apiic.a-ing on beh.ilf of the petitioner before the 
Trial Court Wc need not, therefore, spend any time on these 
issues. The last issue was issue 14 which was directed against 
the fifth respondent who was alleged to have committed cor- 
rupt practices. 

There was enormous oral us well as documentary evidence 
led on behalf of both sides. This evidence discloses certain 
curious and unusual features to which wc shall advert in 
very careful arid thorough preparation of the case on either 
side. Not an inch of ground appears to have been conced- 
ed by one side to the other and every move in this long and 
bitter contest, from one side or the other, seems to have been 
well thought out and relentlessly pursued. The learned Trial 
Jirdge, on a consideration of the evidence presented before 
him, came to the Loncinsion that issues 8, 9 and 10 were not 
cst.iblished by the petitioner and there was also no satisfactory 
proof in regard to issue 14 and accordingly, by a judgment 
dated 19th May. 1972 he rejected the charges of corrupt prac- 
tices against the fust and fifth respondents and dismissed the 
election petition with costs. The petitioner being aggrieved 
by the judgment of the learned Trial Judge preferred the pre- 
sent appeal under section 1 1 6A of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951. 

The petitioner assailed the correctness of the judgment of 
the Icnincd Trial Judge only on i.ssiics 8, 9, 10 and 14. The 
jtidgment, in so far as it related to issues 1 to 7 and 11 to 
13 was accepted by the petitioner and it is, therefoi'e, not 
necessary to refer to the facts in so far as they bear on 

these issues. We shall confine ourselves only to such of 

the facts as are relevant to issues 8, 9, 10 and 14 and in- 
stead of setting them out in a narrative form before com- 
mencing discussion of the arguments, what we pfopose to 
do is to refer to the relevant facts while discussing each parti- 
cular issue. We shall proceed in the order in which these 
issues were argued before us. 

We first take up issue 10. The charge against the first 
respondent under this issue was that he incurred or authorised 
expenditure in excess of the prescribed limit of Rs. 10,000 in 
contravention of section 77 and thereby committed the cor- 
rupt practice defined in section 12316) of the Act. Section 

123 sets out various corrupt practices which have the effect 
of invalidating an election and one of them is the incurring 
or authorising of expenditure in contravention of section 77; 
vide sub-section (6). Sub-section 11) of section 77 provides 
that “every candidate at an election shall, either by himself 
or by his election agent, keep a separate and correct account 
of all expenditure in connection with the election incurred 
or authorised by him or by his election agent between the 
date of publication of the notification calling the election and 
the date of declaration of the result thereof, both dates in- 
clusive, while sub-section 13) says that “the total of the 
said expendiluic shall not exceed such amount us may be 
prescribed", ft was common ground between the parties that 
the expenditure prescribed for a parliamentary constituency 
in the Union Teritory of Delhi was Rs, 10,000. The first 
respondent and his election agent were, therefore, prohibited 
by seclion 77 from incurring or authorising expenditure in 
connection with his election exceeding Rs. 10,000 and if the 
first respondent or his election agent incurred or authorised 
such expeiiditurc in excess of Rs. 10,000, It would be a cor- 
rupt practice voiding his election under section 123(6). The 
question which, thcrcfoic, arises for consideration is whether 
the first respondent or his election agent incurred or autho- 
I iscd expenditure in connection with his election exceeding 
Rs. 10,000. 

Now, before we proceed to discuss the evidence bearing 
on this question, we must clear the gioimd by pointing ou' 
that not only is the incurring of excessive expenditure a 
coriupt practice, but also the authorising of such expenditure, 
and authorising niay he implied ns well as express. Where 
the authorising is expiess, there is no difficulty in bringing 
home the charge of corrupt practice against the candidate. 
But a somewhat difficult question on f.icts may arise where 
the ch.i'gc is sought to be proved against the candidate on 


the basis that he impliedly authoi ised excessive expenditure. 
VVhether a particular expenditiiic was impliedly authorised 
by tile candidate must depend on the facts and cii ciimstances 
of each case as appciring fiom the evidence adduced bcfoie 
the Court. This question would arise in a challenging form 
where expenditure in connection with the election is incurred, 
not by the candidate, but by the political party which has 
sponsored him or his friends and suppoitcis. Can ihc limit 
on the expenditure be evaded by the candiduie by not spending 
any moneys of his own but le.iving it to the politic.il party 
or his friends and suppoitcis to spend an amount far in 
excess of the limit? The object of the provision limiting 
the expenditure is two-fold. In the fiist place, it should 
be open to any individual or any political party, howsoever 
small, to be able to content an election on a fooling ol 
equality with any other individual or political party, how- 
soever lich and well financed it |■na> be, and no individual 
or politierd party should he able to secure an advantage 
over others by reason of its superior financial strength. 

It can hardly be disputed th.it ihe way elections arc held 
in our country, money is bound to play an important part 
in the successful prosecution of an election campaign. Money 
supplies “assets foi advertising and other forms of political 
solicitation that inci eases the candidate’s exposuic to the 
public”. Not only can money buy advertising and canvassing 
facilities such as ho. n dings, posters, handbills, brochures etc. 
and all the other paiuphein„lia of an election compnign, 
but it can also provide the means for quick and speedy eom- 
munications and movements and sophisticated campaign tech- 
niques and 1 -^ also “a substitute foi energy" in that paid 
workers can be employed where volunteers aic found to be 
insufficient. The availability of large funds docs ordinarily 
tend to increase the number of votes a candidate will receive. 
If, therefore, one political party or individual has larger re- 
sources available to it than another individual or political 
party, the former would certainly, under the present system 
of conducting elections, have an advantage over the latter in 
the electoral process. The former would have a significantly 
greater opportunity for the propagation of -its programme 
while the latter may not be able to make oven an vlfectivc 
presentation of its views. The availability of disproportionately 
larger resources is also likely to lend itself to misuse or 
abuse for securing to the politic.il parly or individual possessed 
of such resources, undue advantage over other political paities 
or individuals. Dougins points out in his book called Ethics 
in Government at page 72, "If one party over attains over- 
whelming superiority in money, ncwipnper support, and 
(government) patronage, it will be almost impossible, barring 
an economic collapse, foi it ever to he doferited”. This pro- 
duces anti-democratic effects in that a political party or 
individual backed by the affluent and wealthy would be able 
to secure a greater representation than a political party or 
individual who is without any links with affluence or wealth. 
This would result in serious discrimination between one 
political party or individual and another on the basis of 
money power and lh.it in its tiiin would mean that “some 
voters arc denied an ‘equal’ voice and some vindidates are 
denied on equal chance ." ft is elementiiry that each and 
every citizen has an inalienable ri.ght to full and effective 
participiation in the political process of the legislatures and 
this requires that each citizen should have equally effective 
voice in the election of the members of the legislutiiies, That 
is the basic requiiemcnt of the ronstitiition. This equal 
effective voice— equal opportunity of participation in the 
electoral process would be denied if affluence and wealth are 
to tilt the scales in fnv'our of one political party or individual 
as against another. The democi-ntic process can function 
efficiently and effectively for the benefit of the common good 
and reach out the benefits of self-government to tho common 
man only it it hiin.gs about a participatory democracy in 
which every man, howsoever lowly or humble he may be, 
should be able to pai-ticipate on a footing of equality with 
others. Tndividiials with grievances, men and women with 
ideas and vision, aie the sources of any society’s power to 
improve itself. Government by consent means that such 
individuals must cvontually be able to find groups th.it will 
work with them and must be able to make tliclr voices 
heard in these groun- and no group should be insulated from 
competition and criticism. It is only b\ Ihe mainlcnance 
of such conditions that dcmociacy can thrive and prosper 
and this can be ensured only by limiting the expenditure 
which may be incurred in connection with elections, so 
that, .as far as possible, no one single political party or indivi- 
dual can have unfaii advantage over the other by reason of 
its larger resources and the resources available for being 
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utilised in the clcetoral process nre wilhin icasoiiable bounds 
.ind not unduly dispaiMic nnd the clectoiLil contest becomes 
evenly mutcheJ. I hen alone the small man will come into 
his own and will he able to secnie pioper rcpi’cscntation in 
our legislative bodies 

The other obiectlvc of limitiriB f\pen lituic is to elimi- 
nate, ns Jar as possible, the inlliicnce of bi^ money in the 
electoral pioccss L' there were no limit on expenditure, 
political parlies would go all out for collecting contribution-, 
uul obviously the l.iiecsl cc itntuiiions would be fiom tin 

lich and ntfiiicnt who constitute hut a fi action of the electoi- 
ate. The pernicious inhiicnce of hig money _ would then 
play a decisive role in controlling the democratic process in 
the country. This would inevitably lead to the worst form 
of politieiil coiiuntinn that in its wake is hound to produce 
ulher vices at all levels. This dungcr has been pointed 
out in telling words in the following passage ftom the notes 
111 Harvard law Review, Vol, 66, p. 1260: 

“A less jeh.atablc obiective of rcguhiting campaign 
funds is the elimination of dangerous financial 

pressuics on elected oiricials. Even if contribu- 
tions are not motivated by an expected retiiin in 

political tavoiirs, the legislator cannot overlook the 
effecls of his decisions on the soiiiccs of campaign 
funds.” 

It is difficult to generalise .iboiit the degree of influence 
which the large contrihiitois may wield in shaping the 
polities and decisions of the political party which they 
finance. It is W'idcly acknowledged, however, th.at at the 
veiy least, they would have easy iiccss to thc_ loaders and 
leprescntativcs of the political party. But it would be 

naive to suggest that the influence ends with mere access, 
ft may safely he assumed that hardly any politicians “would 
consciously sell thcii votes”, the lesult may be nearly the 
same, if one accepts Heibert Alexander's analysis of the 
subtle factors that influence a political party’s actions : 

“Many politicians — who do what they honestly think 
IS right, never realize that they arc mere spokesmen 
for their flnaneiid supporleig. A legislator can avoid 
a conflict of interest by investing in ^ government 
bonds, but he cannot change the conditioning that 
leads him to believe that what is_ good for his 
former company or present backers is good for the 
country.” 

ft is likely that some elected representatives would tend to 
share the views of the wealthy supporters of their political 
party, cither because of shared background and associations, 
increased access or subtle influences which condition their 
thinking. In such event the result would be that though 
ostensibly the political parties which receive such contribu- 
tions may profess an idcnlouy acceptable to the common 
man, they would in effect and substance be representative of 
a certain economic class and Ibcir policies and dccisioms 
would be shaped by the inicrc.sts of that economic class. It 
was over a hundred ycai.s ago that lohn Stuart Mill observed 
that persons of a paiticular class who have exclusive govern- 
mental power, even if they try to act objectively, will tend 
to ovcilook the interests of other classes, or view these inter- 
ests differently. And to this natiual tendency may he added 
Ihe fact that office bearers and elected repicscntativcs may 
quite possibly be inclined, though unconsciously and imper- 
ceptibly, to espouse policies and decisions that will attract 
campaign contributions from affluent individuals and groups. 
Tt was said of the elcctor.il process in Ihe United States of 
America : “Mcmbeis of the Rockefeller and Du Pont families 
invest in the election of a Repubiican Picsident because they 
^enso that if that party t.ikcs ovei the White House, thcr 
intcresls will gain more sympathetic attention — ” “The central 
obiective of contributions is access to the power of the elected 
official — ” “For a gift of a few hundred dollars an individual 
may gain, in return, the intercession of a Congressman that 
will get him a government contract or a tariff provision that 
will ultimately not him or his business tons of thousands of 
dollars.” It is obvious that pre-election donations would he 
likely to operate as rost-eieclion promises resulting ultimatelv 
in the cHSLinhy of Ihc interest of the common man, not sp 
niiicfh ostensibly in the legislative nrocess as in the imple- 
mcnf.'ition of laws and administrntivc or policy decisions. The 
small m.in’s chance is the essence of Indian democracy and 
lhat would be sliiUified if huge contrihntions from rich and 


.affluent individuals or groups are not divorced froin the elec^ 
toial process. It is for this reason that oui Legislators, m 
thcii wisdom, CJiueted a ceiling On the expenditure vyhich may 
legitimately be incurred in connection with an election. This 
backgioiind must infoim the couit in the interpretation of this 
vital and significant provision in the election law of our 
country. 

Novv, if a candidate were to be subject to the limitation 
of the ceiling, but the political paiiy sponsoring him or his 
fiierids and supporters were to be flee to spend ....... 

as much us they like in connection with his election, the 
election, the object of imposing the ceiling would be com- 
pletely frustrated and the beneficent provision enacted in the 
inicicst of purity and genuineness ot the democratic process 
would be wholly cinasculalcd. The mischief sought to be 
icniedieJ and the evil sought to be siiprcssed would enter 
Ihc politic.d arena vvilh icdoiibled force .ind silialc Ihc poli- 
tical life of the country. The great democriuic ideal of social, 
economic and political justice and equably of status and 
oppoitiinily enshrined m the Piciimhie of oiir Constitution 

would remain incicly a' di'-taiit dream chidiiig our grasp. 
The legislatois could never have intended that what the 

individual candidate camiol do, the political party sponsoring 
him or his fi lends and supporters should be fiee to do, That 

IS why the legislators wisely interdicted not only the Inciir- 

ing but also the nnthorising of excessive expenditure by a 
candidate. When the political party sponsoring a candidate 
inciiis expenditure in connection with his election, as distin- 
guished from expenditure on general party propaganda, and 
the candidate knowingly takes advantage of it or participates 
in the programme or .activuty or fails to di.savow the expen- 
diture or consents to it or acquiesces in it, it v^uld be reason- 
able to infer, save in special circumstances, that he impliedly 
rniihorised Ihc political party to incur such expenditure and 
ho cannot escape the rigour of Ihe ceiling by saying that he 
has not inclined the expcndiliiic, but hi's political party 
h.as done .so. A party candidate does not stand apart fiotn 
his politic.al parly and if Ihc political party does not want 
the candidate to incur the disaualification, it must exercise 
control over the expenditure which may be incurred by it 
directly to promote the poll prospects of Ihe candidate. The 
same proposition must also hold good in case of cxfienditiirc 
inclined by friends and siippoitcrs directly in connection wilh 
the election of the candidate. This is the only reasonable 
interpretalion of the provision which would cany out its 
object nnd intendment nnd suppress the mischief and advance 
the remedy by purifying out election proce.ss and liding 
it of Ihe pernicious and baneful influence of big money. This 
is in fact what the law in England hns achieved. There, 
cvciy person, on pain of criminal penalty, is required to 
obtain ruithoiity from the candidate before incurring any 
political expcncfiturc on his behalf. The candidate is given 
complete discretion in authorising expenditure upto his limit. 
If expenditure made with the knowledge nnd approval of 
Ihc candidate exceeds the limit oi if the candidate makes a 
false report of the expenditure after the election, he is subject 
not only (o ciiminnl penalties, but also to having his election 
voided. It may be contended that this would convidcrably 
inhibit the elcctorul campaign of political parties. But we 
do not think so Tn the first place, a political party is free 
to incur any expenditure it likes on its general piity propa- 
ganda though, of course, in this area also some limitative 
ccllinv is eminently desirable coupled wilh filing of return 
of cxperiscs and an independent machinery to investigate and 
ta’ c action It is only where expenditure is int-urre’d which 
can be identified with the election of a given candidate that 
it would be liable to be added to the expenditure of that 
cari'lidatc as being impliedly nuthorised by him. Secondly, 
if Iheie is continuous community involvement m political 
ndministoition punctuated by activated phases of well-discussed 
choice of candidates by popular participation in the process 
of nomination, much of unnecessary expenditure w'hich is 
incurred today could be av'oidcd Considerable dislances may 
nql have to he travelled by candidates and supporters nor 
hidden skeletons in political cuphoards tncficallv uncovered, 
D’onre.inilist mariiiiana skilfully administered, temptations of 
office strategically held out nor violent demonstrations dis- 
ii.ptivs-ry nttemnted. The dawn-to-dawn miiUinlc speachers 
and monster rallies, the flood of posters and leaflets and fin; 
organising of tninspoit and other arrangements for large 
numbers would become otiose. Large campaign funds would 
no) b? able to influence the decision of the electors if the 
scIcnCon and election of candidates become people's decision 
hv 'lisciissitin and not a Hobson’s choice offered by political 
p.i'flcs. limiting cicclion expenses must be part of the 
political process, 
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7 his ^'ie'v, which wp are taking, does not nin counter to 
any cailicr dcLisions of this Cnutt. The first decision to which 
Vc iTUist icfer in this connection is Rananj.iva Singh s. 
Baijiuith Singh it f)is.(-i. There the corrupt practice chaigcd 
against the elected candidate was that certain persons who 
were lu employment of his father worked for him in con- 
nection wilh the election and their number exceeded the 
maximum number of pci sons who could be employed in con- 
nection with the election as specified in Sch. VI read with 
section 77. This charge was negatived by a Bench of five 
ludges of this Cotiit, The Bench held that in older to attract 
the inhibition of the relevant sections, it was necessary that 
the employment of persons othet th.in or in addition to those 
specified in Sch. VI should be by a candidate or his agent 
and since in that case, the persons who worked in connection 
with the eleiiion, were neithci employed nor paid by the 
elected c.mdidafc oi his agent, the prohibitory requirement 
of section 77 read with section 123(7) was not breached. 
It will be seen that this decision was concerned primarily with 
the question whether servants of the father of the elected 
candidate, who worked foi the elected candidate in connection 
with the election, were liable to be taken into account in 
determining whether the maximum number of persons who 
may be employed foi payment in connection with the election 
weie exceeded. It is no doubt true that this Court observed 
that no expendituic was incurred by the elected candidate 
over and above what was shown in his return of expenses and 
he could not, therefore, be said to have concealed such ex- 
penditure, hut that was obviously because these persons who 
worked in connection with the election were not paid by 
him. This Couil had no occasion to consider whether the 
elected candidate conld be said to have authorised any ex- 
penditme by knowingly taking advantage of the services of 
these persons, because no such argument was advanced 
before this Court, In fact such an argument could not plau- 
sibly be advanced because the sulaiics paid by the father to 
these persons wcic not for the purpose of working in con- 
nection with the election. The salaries were paid because 
they woi'o servants in the tegular employment of the father 
and it was merely at the request of the father that "they 
assisted the son in connection with the election which strictly 
speaking they were not obiged to do”. This decision does 
not, therefore, lun contrary to what we have said. 

We may then refer to the decision of this Court in Ram 
Dayal v. Briiiai Singh & Ors.(^). The question which arose 
for consideration in that case was whether certain expenditure 
incLii red hy the Mahniaja of Owalior and the Rajmata in 
connection with the election of Hrijraj Singh was liable 
to be included in his election expenses, Shah, J., (as he 
then was) speaking on behalf of a Division Bench of two 
judges, pointed out that in the absence of any connection 
between the canvassing activities carried on by the Maharaja 
and the Rajmata with the candidature of Brijraj Singh, tt 
is impossible to hold that any e.xpcnditure was incurred for 
Brijraj Singh which was liable to be included in election 
expenses. The learned Judge then proceeded to add : 

"We agicc with the High Court that under s. 77(1) only 
the expenditme incurred oi authorsed by the candi- 
date himself or by his election agent is required to 
be included in the account or return of election 
expenses and thus expenses incurred by any other 
agent or person without any thing-more need not be 
included in the account or return, as such incurring 
of cxpendiluic would he purely voluntary.” 

(Emphasis supplied). 

These observations would show that mere incurring of 
expenditure by any other person in connection with the elec- 
tion of a candidate, without something more, would not make 
It an expenditure authorised by the candidate. But if there 
is something more which can reasonably lend itself to the 
inference of implied authoiisalion, particularly having regard 
to the object and intendment of the provision limiting expen- 
diture, (he Court would readily draw such an inference dc- 
causc the paramount object of this provision is to bring about 
as^ far as possible equality in .availability of resourcea and 
eliminate (he corrupting influence of big money. It is signi- 
hcant to note that in this case the Court proceeded to examine 
whether the cvidciice was sufficient to establish that Brlirai 
Singh travelled with the Maharaja in his helicopter and visited 
several villages for his election campaign and held that the 
evidence in this connection was not reliable. This inquiry 
would hax'e been wholly unnecessary unless the Court was 

(1) (19.'15) I S.e.R. 671. 
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of the view that if Biijraj Singh could ho shown to have 
iiavellcd with the Mahaiaia in hi.s helicopter and visited 
several villages m connection with bis election campaign, that 
would be sulficicnt to invest the expenditure incuiTcd by the 
Maharaja with the character of expenditure impliedly autho- 
rised by Baijraj Singh. This decision, thciefore, far from 
contiadicting the view taken by us, actually supports it. 

We find the same view taken by this Court in the subse- 
quent decision in Magiaj Palodia v. R. K, BiiTa & Oi's, (■'’). 
There also Hegde, I., speaking on behalf of a Division 
Bench of two judges, observed, after refci ring to the decisions 
in Ranan Jaya Singh v. Baijnath Singh A Oi's(') and Ram 
Dayal v. Brijraj Singh & Ors.(2) : 

“This Coiiit as well as the High Courts have taken the 
view that the expenses incurred by a political party 
to advance the prospects of the candidates put 
up by il, without more do not fall within s. 77”. 
femph isij supplied). 

The same view was reiterated again by a Diviions Bencn 
of two judges of this Court in B. Rajagopala Rao v. N. G. 
Ranga('*). The question, therefore, in cases of this kind 
always ts whether Ihete is something more which may legiti- 
mately give rise to an inference of implied authorisation by 
a candidate. What could be that something more is indicated 
by us in the proposition forninlated above, though we must 
confess that by its very nature it is not possible to lay down 
the exhaustive cnumciation of the circumstances in which that 
something more may be inferred. 

With these obseiwations in regard to the scope and ambit 
of the provision limiting expenditure, we may now proceed 
to examine the facts and see whether the first respondent 
incurred or authorised expenditure exceeding Rs, 10,000 in 
connection with his election. 

The first item of expenditure which we must consider in 
this connection i elates to expenses incurred in holding public 
meetings in connection with the election of the first respon- 
dent. The first respondent in the return of expenses 
filed by him wilh the District Election OflScer show- 
ed three amounts as having been spent by him 
in connection with his public meetings, One was an 
amount of Rs, 188 paid to Tandon Tent & Furniture House 
for furnishings supplied for twelve public meetings held bet- 
ween 20th February, 1971 and 2nd March, 1971, This 
expenditure was suppoitcd by the bill of Tandon Tent & 
Furniture House, R-25 which showed that for each of the 
twelve public meetings, Tandon Tent & Furniture House 
had supplied twenty durris, six takhats and two chaddars 
at an aggregate charge of Rs. 15|- per meetings. The other 
was an amount of Rs. 180/-, which according to the first 
respondent, was paid to Saim Electric Works for microphone, 
loudspeakers and lighting arrangements made at the same 
twelve public meetings. The payment of this amount was 
sought to be supported by the leceipt of Saini Electric 
Works, R-27 which showed a consolidated charge of 
Rs. 180/- “on account of loudspeaker and lighting arrange- 
ments for the period from 20th February, 1971 to 2nd 
March, 1971". The third was an amount of Rs. 440/- 
paid to Aggarwal Tent House for furnishings and electric 
equipment supplied at eleven public meetings and the bill 
of Aggarwal Tent House R-26 for this amount showed that 
Aggarwal Tent House had supplied for each public meeting 
one takhat, four durries, two chandanis, one microphone and 
four floodlights for a total amount of Rs. 440/- inclusive of 
Rs. 100 for cartage and Rs. 40 for labour charges. The 
first respondent thus admitted a total number of twenty- 
three public meetings and according to him, the total expendi- 
ture at each of these public meetings was about Rs. 30/- 
for furnishings as well as electric equipment, the aggregate 
expenditure being only Rs, 800. The petitioner challenged 
this figure of expenditure given by the first respondent and 
contended that in addition to twenty-three public meetings 
admitted by the first respondent, many more public meetiniis 
were held in connecion with the election of the first respon- 
dent and much larger expenditure was incurred in each of 
these public meetings than what was shown by the first res-" 
pondent in the bills of Tandon Tent & Furniture House and 
Aggarwal Tent House and the icceipt of Saini Electric Works. 
The argument of the petitioner was that in fact the first 
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respondcni had held nioie lhan fifty public meetings and 
at each ul these public meetings lie had inclined expenditure 
of not less than Rs 200 and the e\penditme inclined in 
these public meetings itself exceeded the ptesciibed limit nt 
Rs. lO.UUU '[he pctitionei also niged that a huge meeting 
was organised by the liist le.pornlent in connection with the 
election of the liist icspondcot at Idgah Rond which was 
addressed by the Piimc Mmistei and this meeting alone cost 
about Rs. 50,000 and the ceiling of Rs. 10,000 was clearly 
exceeded T hese conlcnlions require a close look at the 
eviJenci. led on behalf of the parties. 

We will fit si ttiin to considei the number of meetings 
organised in comieclion with the election of the first respon- 
dent. The liist lespondenl, no doubt, admitted twenty three 
piihlic meetings, .is indeed he was hound to do in view of 
the rctiiin of expenses filed hy him, but he did not state 
at any time, tinlil he came in the witness box aftci the 
closme of the evidence of the petitioner, as to which were 
these twenty thice public meetings and when and where 
they weic held. The petitioner set out in the patticul.iis 
regarding paiagiaphs 20(2) and 24 of the petition, furnished 
hy him piiisinnt to the oidei of Ihc learned Tri.il Juilgc 
d.ited 6lh Aiigtisl, 1471, ihc dales and places of the public 
meetings where the allegations contained in rhe postei anne- 
xiue ‘A’ were orally repeated by the fust and fifth tespondents 
and these paiticuhirs included icfcicnce to several public 
meetings which did nut foim pait of the twenty three public 
meetings ultimately .idmitted hy the first respondent, 
and yet the fiist lespnndent did not in his reply to the 
paiticnlius deny that any of these miblic meetings were held 
by the first respondent, but mcicly conteniled himself by 
staling xtigucly and evasively that “the coirectness of the 
statements m.idc against paragraph 20(2i(ii)” was denied. 
It IS apparent that though more than twcniy three public 
meetings were held by Iht (list I'espondent the first respon- 
dent had not yet made up his mind as to which twenty 
three out of these public meetings he should admit, If tn 
ftict_ only twenty thiee public meetings were held and the 
particulnis furnished by the petitioner included other public 
meetings, the Jirtl respondent would have ptomptly come out 
with an assertion that such and such public meeting.s alleged 
by the pelitioiiL! were not held. But he could not and did 
not particularise any such public meetings and deny them. 

It is also significant to note that when the petitioner m 
a rather curious manoeuvre summoned the fir-t respondent to 
produce certain documents, the first respondent stated that 
he did not have any list of public meetings held in connection 
with his election and he did not have any iccord showing 
“the places whcic they were held including dates, names 
of the speakers who addiessed or were to address" such 
public meetings. The first respondent also stated in cross- 
examination that he had no iccord with hini in support of 
his statement that there weic twenty Ihicc public meetings 
It is rather strange and difficult to believe thtit the first 
respondent should not have any iccord of the public meetings 
held by him m connection with his election. If 
the first respondent did not have any such iccord, how 
If the first lespondcnt did not have any such record, how 
could he in his evidence give with any definiteness or certi- 
tude the dates and place'- of the twenty three public meetings 
admitted by him It is apparent that the first respondent 
refused to piodiice the record of the public meetings under 
the pretext that he did not have arty such record, because 
he did not at that stage, before the evidence of the petitioner 
was fully disclosed to him, wish to commit himself 
to any specific public meetings and the rccoiJ, if produced, 
would have gone .against him and showed that many more 
than twenty three public meetings weic held by him The 
noil-production of the record must result in an adverse in- 
ference being drL.wn against the first respondent. 


There Is also another circumstance which deserves to he 
noted at this stage, The first respondent was summoned by 
the petitioner to produce inter alia applications for permission 
to hold public meetings made by him oi on his behalf or 
for his benefit by any of his workers or election agents or 
other agents and in answci to this summons he stated (hat 
he did not male any such application nor was any' such 
application made on his behalf or for his benefit by any of 
workers, election agents or other agents. The first respondent 
added that Dr Roshan Lai made “applications for permis- 


sion to the authorities as Picsident of the Delhi Sadar District 
( ongiess Comm'ttcc". It is obvious from these stalemenli. 
that until this time the fiisl lespondent had not thought lilaf 
and totmulated bts defence m legat'd to the public meetings. 
I he fiisl respondent wanted to leave open an exit m case 
the pelilionei was able to show that more than twenty thice 
public mcelmgs wcic held .md he, theicfore, deftly and 
subtly thiew out a veiled suggestion implying that the public 
meetings wcie held by the Delhi Sadar Distiict Congress 
Commillcc This altitude of the hist icspondent bctiays an 
anxiety to hold back the tiuc facts in regaid to the public 
meetings. 


It may also be noted that even in the cross-examination of 
the petitioner and his witnesses, the fiist lespondenl did not 
put foiwaid hs case as to which were the specific public 
rneclings held he him m connection with his election and 
whiih vvere not It was only .iftei the evidence on behalf 
of Ihe petllionei was closed and the fust lespoiulent knew 
what exactly vv.u the case of the pelltioner, th.tf he for the 
fust time m his evidence p.ii ticiilai ised twenty three specific 
piib'ic meetings admitted by him. This stiatcgy w.is adopted 
obviouslv with the object that the twenty thiec public meet- 
ings named by llie fiist lespondent should ht in with the un- 
imp.-achable uociimcnt.uy evidence which might be pioduccd 
by the petitionc'- and his witnesses and should not be falsified 
by such evidence. 


With these broad geneial obscivations vve now turn to con- 
sider the oral and documentary evidence in icaard to the 
public meetings of the first icspondent 


The first respondent in his evidence admitted the follow- 
ing twenty thice public meetings and accepted financial res- 
ponsibility for them : 


1. 

23 2-71 

Malka GanJ 

12. 

25-2-71 

Narayan Market 

2 

19-2-71 

Roshanara Road 1 3 

15-2-71 

Chowk Talii .Shah 

3. 

16-2-71 

Ghanta Ghar 



Bagichi Tatu Shah 



Subzi Mandi 

14, 

18-2-71 

Kasab Pura 

4. 

2-3-71 

Clock Tower 

15, 

20-2-7] 

Chowk Bara Tooti 



Subzi Mandi 

16. 

21-2-71 

Deputy Ganj 

5 

24-2-71 

Chile Tooti in 

17 

21 2-71 

Tclewar.t 



Pithargauj 

18, 

24-2-7 1 

Telew.iia 

6 . 

1-3-71 

Chowk Chile Tooti 19. 

13-2-71 

Chowk Kishan Gan 

7 . 

22-2-71 

Chuna Mandi 

20. 

1-3 71 

P. Block, Andha 

8. 

19-2-71 

Tel Mandi 



Mughal 

9 

2-3-71 

Chowk T.achinan 

31. 

16-2-71 

K. Block, Andha 



Puri. 



Mugh,d 

10 

25-2-71 

Kalra Karim 

22. 

23- .-71 

Nagia Park 



Ram Nagar 

23. 

24-2-71 

In front of Birla 

11 

2-3-71 

Chowk Nimwala 
N.ibi Kaiim 



Mills. 


These were the twenty three public meetings for which, 
accoulmg to the first les-nndcnt, fuini'hings and electric 
equipment were supplied by Tandon Tent and Fuiniturc 
House. Saini Elc.ttic Woiks ,md Agaiwal Tent House. The 
question is whethci any fmthei meetings wcie held in con- 
nection with (he eicclion of the liist icspondent. To estab- 
lish that many moic public meetings than twenty thiec wcie 
held to promote the election prospects of the first respondent, 
the petitionci led considerable oral as well as documentary 
evidence. 


Wc shall piescntly examine this evidence, but bclore we 
do so, it would be convenient to dispose of two objections 
of a pieliminaiv nature raised on behalf of the first re.spon- 
dent The fiist respondent ingcd that though the pclitioner 
al one time contended that nhoiit foity lo fifty public meet- 
ings were held in connection with the election of Ihe first 
icspondent, he did not adheic to this claim in the course 



.^EC. 3(iijj THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : DECEMBER 7, 1974/AGRAHAYANA 16, 1896 3463 


of ihe nrgiiments before the IcaincJ Trial Jiidtre and confined 
his claim only to nine public meelings in addition to the 
twenty three public meetings admitted by the first respondent, 
and thcicfore, it was not now open to him in the present 
appeal to contend that any fiiilher p hlic meetings were held 
by the first respondent ovci and tiLose the nine claimed be- 
foie the learned Trial Judge. This objection is, however, un- 
tenable because it is clear from ih ■ judgment itself that the 
petitioner could not have confined his claim to the nine 
public meetings refer red to bv the learned Trial Judge and 
the learned Jrral Judge was obvioridy under some misappre- 
hension when he made obseivatron to that elfcvt rn the i'ldg- 
ment. Out of these nine pirblic .ncctings, there were six 
which were inchtded in the twenty three prrhtie meetings ad- 
mitted hy the frisl respondent .rid if 'hat be so, it is difllcull 
to imtgine how the petitioner could have claimed them ns 
being in riddilinr. lo those twenty three pubi c meetings. The 
petittoner could not possibly have conlrned his claim to these 
nine public meetings, when out of them, six were those 
which were admitted by the first respondent, and could not, 
therefore, be “ip addition to the admitted niiblic meetings". 
In fact, as the subsequent discussion in the judgment shows, 
the learned Trial Jitdge actirally proceeded to consider the 
evidence of the police officer’s and the officers bclonginE to 
the CID which was led on behalf of the petitioner for the 
purpose of pi’oving various other public meetings in addition 
to the nine referred to by the learned Trial Judge and held, 
on a consideration of this evidence, that none of these public 
meetings claimed by the petitioner was estalrlished. This 
cxerci.se would have been wholly unnecessary if the petittoner 
had given up his claim in regard to these public meetings and 
confined his argument only to the nine oublic meetings re- 
ferred to by the learned Trial Judge. 

It was then contended by the fust respondent in a last 
desperate attempt to thwart an inquiry by thrs Court into 
the number of public meetings, that the petitioner had given 
particulars of only thirty three public meetings in compliance 
with the order made by the learned Trial Judge dated 6th 
August, 1971 iin<' it was, thei’efoie, not open to hii-n to claim 
that any further public meetings wei’c held by the first res- 
pondent and his argument should be confined only to the 
thirty three public meetings specified in the particulars. This 
argument of Ihe fiist respondent is also futile, ft is clem 
from the particular . furnished by the petitioner pursuanl to 
the order dated 6lh August, 1971 that the pniticulais of 
thirty three public meetings were erven bv the petitioner 
under paragraphs 20(2)(ii) and 24 and not under paiagiaph 
25 of the petition The petitioner had alleged in paiagiaphs 
20f2) and 24 th.it the allegations contained in the poster 
annexLiic 'A' were orally repeated by the first and fitlh res- 
pondents at v.arions public meetings and the petitioner w.is, 
therefore, required to give particulars of such public meetings. 
These particulars were given by the petitioner specifically in 
reference to paragraphs 20(2) and 24 and they h.id nothing 
to do with the allegations in paragraph 25. So far_as pirn- 
graph 25 is concerned, the only particulars which the peti- 
tioner was required to furnish were “details of the items or 
heads of expenses inciii’red by respondent No 1”, and the 
petitioner accordingly gave items or heads of expenses under 
the heading “Paragraph 25(1) of the petition". The peti- 
tioner was not required and did not give particulars of the 
public meetings held by the first respondent at which expen- 
ses were incurred or authorised by the first respondent There 
is nothing, therefore, in the particulars which debars the 
petitioner from agiinting as to what was the .ictnal number of 
public meetings held by the first respondent. 

The area of Sadai' Parliamentary constituency was com- 
prised within the jurisdiction of four different police sta- 
tions, namely, Roshanara Road, Pah.ngiinj, Subzimandi and 
Sadar Bazar, The Station House Officers posted at these 
four police stations were siinimoned by the petitioner to give 
evidence ns regards the public meetings held wi'hin their 
respective iui isdictinns Khemraj Dutt (P.W. 1) was the first 
witness culled on behalf of the petitioner. He vvus the Station 
House Officer at Roshanara Road police station and he de- 
posed from the records in his possession and filed a fist 
PW 1/1 show'ing that two public meetings were held hy ihc 
first respondent within the jurisdiction of his police station, 
one at Nagia Park on 23rd February, 1971 and the ottier 
near Birla Mills compounds on 24th February. 1971. Both 
these public meetings arc included in the twenty three public 
mectinjis admitted hy the first respondent and we need not. 
therefore dwell on the evidence of this witness 


The next witness who gave evidence on behalf of the 
petitioner was Ramesh Chand, Station Jlousc Ofiicer fiom 
Sadar Bazar Police Station (P.W, 6). He prepared fi’om the 
ic„oids in his pcsscEsion a list showing the public meetings 
held within the jurisdiction of his police station and filed it 
in court «s Ex. PW/6/5. The entries in this list h.isc been 
the subject matter of confioversy between the parties and 
we sh.ill, thcicfore, rerer to these entries in some dc ail. The 
list was broadly in three parts. One part expressly referred 
to public meetings held by the New Congress, the second 
part to public meeting-, held by Jan Sangh and the Ihiid part 
which was headed “olhers", to certain other public meetings. 
There were nine public meetings set out in the first part as 
having been oiganiscd by the New Congress. The first eight 
were those Indiidcd in the twenty three public meetings ad- 
mitted by the fii'st lespondcnt. The ninth was a public rneet- 
ing at Jdgah Road which was addressed by the Prime Minister, 
We shall deal with the Tdgah Road meeting separately as it 
stands in a ditlerent category by itself. We are not con- 
cerned with the public rncetiiigs held by the Ian Sangh and 
we need not, therefore, refer lo the second part. The third 
pan was headed “others” and in this part eight public meet- 
ings were set out as having been held o i different dates. 
The question v.'fiich w'as keenly debated before us Was as to 
what was the meaning of the heading “Others”, The conten- 
tion of the first respondent was, and that was a contention 
which found favour with the learned Triil Judge and on 
which a laige part of his judgment on this point vested, that 
the heading "Others” signified that the public meetings enu- 
merated under ihat heading were held by individuals or poli- 
tical parlies otiicr than the Congress and the Jan .Sangh. The 
petitioner, on the other hand, urged that the heading “Others" 
was intended to indicate only that the public meeting, referi’ed 
lo therein w'ci’c other public meellng over and above those 
set out in the first and second pails and since the records 
did not show which weie the political paities which held 
them, they were shown in a separate category under this 
paiticiilar heading. The word ‘Others” was not intended lo 
convey that th.'e piiMie meetings were of others, that is of 
individuals or political paities other than the Congress and 
the 1.111 Sangh. We think that the meaning sought to be given 
bv the petitioner is cori’ect and it must be picfeiTcd to thru 
canvassed on behalf of the first respondent. The list was 
admittedly r''opared by Ramesh Chand and he explained in 
his avidence in ■-o many terms as to what he 
meant by the heading “Others". He stated in his 
evidence, obviously referring to the public meetings 
set out in Ihe Ihiid part, that “Ihe name of the 
piuly is not mentioned ag.iinst some of the meetings". These 
public meetings may liave been held bv the Congress or the 
(an Sangh nr any other individual or rolitical party. The 
records lioni which ihe list was picp.iierl did not show 
which wcic Ihc poli.ical parties which held these public 
meetings and they were, theiefoie, cl.issified tindci the head- 
ing “Other s". Ramesh Chand did not sav that these public 
rn''etings were held by some individuals or polilic.il parlies 
Ollier than the Congress and th? Jan Sangh and th. t is why 
they were included under the heading “Others" nor was any 
su.:h suggest on made to him in cross-examination. The ex- 
planation gi’ err by Ramesh Chand Ihnl (he names of the 
political parlies which held these public meetings ’.vere not 
Know and tunc,’ not mentioned in the list wns not challenged 
on behalf of the first respondent in cross-examination and 
if this explr nat on is to he accepted, as it must be, it is 
apnirent thrt ihcsc | iiblic meetings were subsumed under 
the he.ading “O liei ," Irecause th ■ records did not show which 
were the politi..aI p litres which hold them. The word 
“Others", meant meie'y "Other meetings” and not meetings 
“O’’ others", that is of individuals or political piXit'es other 
tli.'ii the CongiL'ss unJ the Ian Sangh We cannot, there- 
fore say that merely bec.uise a paitieiilai’ tviiblic meeting 
finds a place ii the third part under the lie.iding ''Others", 
it could not be .i public niecimt of the Coitmcss. Ihe thitil 
pan would show that the pubic meetings there re. erred u 
vveic held on the d.ile, mentioned iig.rinst them, but whether 
thc'c public mcctiiigs were licid bv the Coiig'ess or the Jan 
Sangh or any other individual or political party could be 
asvcitained only f' um other evidence, hecaiise (he records 
with the police did not show the names of the political 
paities wliich held Ihcsc public meetings 

The third wilnc, from the pulrce luiec summoned on 
behalf of the petuioner was Chaman Lai (P.W. 7) who was 
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the Station House Officer posted at Pahargunj Police Station. 
This witness also piepaied liom the records in his possession 
a list showing the public meetings of the Congress held with- 
in the juusdictioii of liis poi.ee station and filed it in court 
as Ex. P.W. 7/1. Theitt were twelve public meetings shown 
in this list as having been held by the Congress, but out 
of them, three pubtic meetings, namely, one at ChunamanJi 
on 17tb February, 1971, the other at Ariikashan Road, Bagi- 
chi yvlauddin on 27th Fcbruaiy, 1971 and the thiid at Chowk 
Lachmanpiir on 1st Miiich, 1971 appeared to have been 
cancelled. Thus, according to this list, nine public meetings, 
were held by the Congress within the jurisdiction of the 
Pahargunj Police Station. Out of these nine public meetings, 
seven were included in the twenty three public meetings 
admitted by the fiist respondent and we need not, therefore, 
refer to them That leaves for consideration two public 
meetings which, according to the list, were held at Multani 
Dhandha on 18th Fcbruaiy, 1971 and 22nd Febiuary, 1971, 
So far as the public meeting at Multani Dhandha on 18th 
February, 1971 is conccined, the contention of the first res- 
pondent was, and that was the contention which appealed 
to the learned Trial Judge, that it was meeting of T, Sohan 
Lai who was a Coiigiess candidate from the adjoining Karol 
Bagh Parliaiiicntaiy constituency and not .i meeting of the 
first respondent. We do not think it is possible for us o 
held affirmatively that this public meeting was a meeting of 
T. Sohan Lai, The first lespondcnt could have easily sum- 
moned T. .Sohan Ltd who belonged to the same noltical party 
as he had established through this evidence that this was 
a public meeting of T. Sohan Lai, but the first respondent 
failed to do so. That, however, does not help the petitioner, 
because the burden is on the petitioner to show that thi. 
public meeting was a meeting of the first lespondciit and the 
petitioner must discharge that burden on the evidence on 
record. Now one fact which stands out from the evidence 
of Om Prakash Mukkan (RI/WI) is that a part of Multani 
Dhandha (within the jurisdiction of Pahatgunj Police Station) 
fell within the area of the Karol Bagh Parliamentary consti- 
tuency and this fact could not be controverted on behalf of 
the petitioner, If a part of Multani Dh,indha fell within 
the area of the Karol Bagh. Pailiamentary constituency, the 
possibility cannot be ruled out that the public meeting of 
18th Febiuary, 1971 might have been held by T. Sohan Lal 
in his part of Multani Dhanda in connection with his elec- 
tion. That in fact was the suggestion made by Om Prakash 
Makkan (RI/Wl) in his evidence and it was repeated on 
behalf of the first respondent in the course of the arguments. 
This suggestion gains stienglh from the fact that amongst 
the speakers at this public meeting, shown in the list Ex. PW 
7/1, was T. Sohan Lal. There was no positive evidence led 
on behalf of the petitioner showing that this public meeting 
*vas held in that pait of Multani Dhandha which fell with!'' 
the constituency of the first respondent. The only evidence 
on which the petitioner sought to rciv in this connection 
was that of Madan Lal Khorana (PW 10), but that evi- 
dence merely referred to a meeting of the first respondent 
in Multani Dhandha and ,as we shall presently show, the first 
respondent did hold a public meeting at Multani Dhandha 
on 22nd February, 1971, and this evidence was obviously 
referable to that public meeting. ‘ The evidence on record 
does not, therefore, exclude the possibility that the pubhe 
meeting of 18th February, 1971 might have been held by 
T. Sohan Lal in his part of Multani Dhandha-which also fell 
within the iiirisdiction of Pahar Ganj Police Station and wc 
cannot hold it proved that this public meeting was a meet- 
ing of the first respondent. The petitioner, however, stands 
on a firmer footing in regard to the public meeting at Multani 
Dhandha on 22nd February, 1971 This public meeting is 
clearly shown m the list as having been hold as a meeting 
of the Congress and Ex. PW 7/3, which is a copy of the 
report intimating peimissions granted to the Congress for 
holding vaiious public meetings, shows that pei mission was 
granted for holding fh's pnblir meeting. The only ground 
on which the learned Tiial Judge rejected this public meeting 
was that it was shown ns cancelled in the list Ex. PW 7/1. 
But this was an obvious ciroj- committed by the learned 
Trial Judge because if we look at the list Ex. PW 7/1, it is 
dear that, unlike the three public meetings at Chiinainandi, 
Arakashan Road Bagichi Aliiuddm and Chowk Lachmanpuri. 
there is no endorsement ot cancellation against this public 
meeting and the list clearly shows th.il this meefing was held 
but the toial number of persons attending it and the names 
of the spc-iKsis were nut known and hence not iiientioncd 


in the records. It was suggested on behalf of the first res- 
pondent in the course of arguments th.it this public meeting 
might also be of T. Sohan Lal but this suggestion is wholly 
untenable. In the first place, out ot seven public meetings 
tor which permissions were granted under Ex- PW 7/3, six, 
were admittedly public meetings in connection with the elec- 
tion of the first lespondent, and therefore, it would be rea- 
sonable to infer that the seventh public meeting at Multani 
Dhanda on 22nd February, 1971 must also be a public meet- 
ing of the fiist respondent. Secondly, it is difficult to be- 
lieve that within four days of the fii.st public meeting at 
Multani Dhandha on I81h Fcbruaiy, 1971, T. Sohan l.al 
should have held another public meeting at the same place. 
It is more piobable that this public meeting should have 
been held by the first respondent for whom this was the 
first and the only meeting in this area. Lastly, Madan Lal 
Khorana (PW 10) deposed to a public meeting of the first 
lespondent it Multani Dhandha and this evidence was not 
challenged al .ill in cross examination and it wns not even 
suggested to (Ills witness that no meeting was held by tho 
fust icspondeiiL 111 Multani Dhandha. Wc, theretore, hold, on 
the stienglh of the list PW 7/1 and the permission PW 7/3 
supported by the evidence of Madan Lal Khorana (P WIO), 
that avublic meeting was held at Multani Dhandha on 22iid 
Februaiy, 1971 in connection with the election of the fir.st 
respondent. 

Then we come to the evidence of Ram Miiili Sharinc 
(PW 8), who was the Station House Officer at Subzlmandi 
Police Station, Tins witness filed a list Lx. PW 8/3 showing 
the public meetings’ held by the Congress within the jurisdic- 
tion ot his polite station and giving particulars of such 
public meetings. Iheic weic only six public meetings 
shown in this list and they were all included in the 
twenty three public meetings admitted by the fiist respon- 
dent. Since no further public meetings appeared to have 
been held by the Congiess according to this list, wc need 
not say anything moio about it. The petitioner, however, 
relied on a leller dated 12th February. 1971 Ex, PW 8/2 
addressed by the Snb-Divisional Magistrate to Dr. Roshan 
Lal according permission to hold public meetings at certain 
nlaces on the dates shown against them. The contention 
of the petitioner was that since permission was granted to 
Dr. Roihan Lal to hold these public meetings, they must be 
presumed to have been held and must be added to the twenty 
three public meetings admitted by the first respondent. Now, 
out of seven public meetings for which permission was grunt- 
ed by this letter, four weic admittedly held as shown in the 
list Lx. PW 8|3, The question is whether the other three public 
meetings, namely, one at ‘K’ Block, Andha Mughal 
On IStTi February, 1971, the other at Miilka Ganj on 22nd 
Febiuary, 1971 and the third at Ghanta Ghar on 3rd March. 
1971 for which permis.sion was granted, were held. Wc 
may straight away dismiss the public meeting alleged to 
have been held at Ghanta Ghai on 3rd March 1971, foi 
there is no evidence at all to show that this public meeting 
was held and Ram Murti Sharma (P.W. 8) actually stated 
in his evidence that the pcrmi.ssion for this public meeting 
was cancelled by the Sub-Divisional Magistrate by his order 
dated 13tli Lebrnary. 1971. Indeed, it is difficult to see how 
this public meeting could possibly have been held on 3rd 
March, 1971 within 48 hours before the date of polling. So 
far as the other two public meetings, one at ‘K’ Block, 
Andha Mughal on 18th February, 1971 and the other at 
Malka Gnnj on 22nd February, 1971 are concerned, they 
also stand on the same footing and cannot be regarded as 
proved, because there is no evidence at all to show that these 
two public meetings were actually held pursuant to the 
pemiis.sion granted by the Sub-Divisional Magistrate 

Wc may then refer to the evidence of the CTD officers 
summoned by the petitioner to prove tho holding of various 
public meetings by the first respondent. The first witness 
belonging to this gioun was Mahendcr Pal Singh (PW 20) 
who v/ns an Inspector, CTD Special Branch ot Tees Ha/aii. 
He stated in his evidence that during the election period his 
staff used to cover election meetings held hy various political 
parties and they included public meetings held by the first 
respondent. He further staled that the nfficeis who weie 
sent to cover the public meeting' used to attend them and then 
submit, cither on the basis of the shoithaiid notes taken down 
by them or from memory, repoits of the speeches made at 
these public meetings. He w.c, then asked to st.ttc from his 
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records as to what were the public meetings held in the Sadi' 
Parliamentary constituency which were covered by his stad. 
He, however, claimed privilege in respect of the records 
brought by him unci pioduccd an ullida'. it of the Inspcctoi 
General of Police in support of his claim of privilege. The 
affidavit was plainly inadequate us it merely repeated the 
language of section 123 of the Evidence Act under which 
the privilege was claimed, without informing the Couil ..s 
to how the records in respect of which the privilege was 
claimed fell within the terms of the section. The learned 
Tiial Judge, theietoic, rejected the claim for privilege ba.ed 
on this affidavit but gave a fuither op’oilunity to the Ins- 
pector General of Police to file a proper afliduvil claiming 
privilege on 4lh January, 1972. It appears that the Inspecioi 
General of Police was not ready with his affidavit on 4ih 
Jaiinaiy, 1972 and he asked for further time upto lOlh 
January, 1972. The leiuncd Tiial .ludge granted him time 
blit made an older that the counsel for the Inspectur Geiieia) 
of Police .shutild give to the counsel of the petitioner by 
5th Jannaiv, 1972 “a list of the persons vvho wcr.; de uled 
to attend the Congress election meetings in Sadar Parlia- 
mentary consliluency together with their present official 

addle scs, the dates of the meetings attended, the times ol 
the meetings and the list of the speakers at such meetings''. 
In compliance vvith this direction, chart containing the 
requisite particulars picpared from llie records was handed 
over to the counsel for the petitioner on 5th Janinnv, 1972 
This chait referred to twenty two public meetings held in 
support of the first respondent m Sadar Purliamcntaiy cons- 
tituency and gave dales and places of these public meetings, 
the names of the speakers who spoke at these public mecting.s 
and the officers who covered them. The Inspector General 
of Police theicuftcr filed another affidavit dated 6th January. 
1972 claiming privilege on the ground that the records con- 
tained “the mental notes and leports of officials which aic 
made by public officers in the course of the dischaige of 
their official duties’, for the benefit of the CID Special 
Branch and the practice of keeping such documents was 
necessary for the proper information of the CIIJ Svecial 
Branch, and the disclosure of these documents ''would lead 
to injiity to public mteiest and prejudice the working of 
the CID Special Binnch And moi cover, these documents 
were unpublished official records relating to the affairs of 
the State”. The learned Trial Judge, by an older dated 
12th January, 1972 upheld the claim of privilege made on 
the strength of this affidavit. The result was th.!! the 
reports made by the officcis who coveicd Ihe public meetings 
of the first respondent, which comprised inter alia the men- 
tal notes made by them, wcic shut out from the petitioner 
and a very valuable piece of evidence which would have 
established beyond doubt what weic the public meetings 
held by the first respondent was denied to the petitioner. 
There can be no doubt that these reports were made bv 
public servants in discharge of their official duty and they 
were relevant under the first pait of section 35 of the Evi- 
dence Act since they contained statements showing wh.it 
were the public meetings held by the first lespondcnt. Vide 
P. C, P. Reddi.rr v. S. Pciumal (") But by reason of the 
order made by the learned Tiial Judge upholding the drum 
of privilege, these reports were removed fiom the ken of 
the petitioner as well as the learned Trial Jiidae. The pctitionei 
contended before us that the learned Trial Judge was m crior 
in upholding the claim of privilege and that the lepoils 
should have been made available to (he petitioner. There 
is great force in this contention of the petitioner because it 
is difilcnll to sec how, barring any obscivations oi notings 
made by the officers bv W'ay of comment or opinion, the 
rest of the reports containing factual data could possibly be 
regarded as privileged. The learned Trial Judge himself 
could have looked at the reports for the purpose of satisfying 
himself as to what was the nature of the statements containco 
in the rcrorts and whether they were privileged, and if so, 
to what exient, but the learned Trial Judge appaicnfly did 
not choose to do so. However, it >, not necessary for ns 
to decide this question of privilege .and wc need not cxpiess 
any final opinion upon it, since wc find that the officers who 
covered these public meetings and made reports have them- 
selves given evidence on behalf of the pclllionci and though 
they did sutler from the handicap ih, t they eould not refresh 
their mcmoiy by looking at the leports, they have given faire- 
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ly reliable evidence in regard to the pubbe mcctmgs covered 
by them and the exclusion of the reports from the evidence 
IS, theiefore, really of not much consequence. Moreover, 
the chart furnished by the counsel for the Inspector General 
ol I-olicc to the petitioner gives sufficient infoimation as to 
the dates and places of the public nicclings held in coimcc- 
tion with the election of the first respondent and the names 
of the speakers who spoke at those public meetings. The 
petitioner made an application to the learned Trial Judge 
being JA No. 645 of 1972 foi taking this chart in evidence 
and marking it as an exhibit in the case but the learned 
Jiuil Judge, by an order dated 20th April, 1972, rejected 
this a' plication We do not think the learned Trial Judge 
was light m rejecting this chart out of hand as a document 
v.'lthoul any evidentiary value whatever. It is clear that 
the cull ICS in the icports made by the offieers stating the 
dales and places of the public meetings covered by them 
and the names of the speakers at those public meetings 
could not possibly be privileged and in fact, as appears clearly 
from the affidavit claiming privilege, the Inspector General 
of Police did not claim privilege in res'cct of these parti- 
ciilais cnteicJ in tlie leports. TJic claim for privilege made 
by him was in respect of reports of speeches nmde at the 
public meetings since they were ba'cd on mental notes and 
were not ‘'verbatim copies of the speeches of the speakers". 
It was for this icason that the learned Trial Judge directed 
that a chart showing the dates and places of the public 
meetings and the names of the speakers should be compiled 
bv the Inspector General of Police and handed over to the 
counsel for the petitioner. This chart was obviously to be 
prepared from the official records in the possession of the 
Inspector General of Police which would be relevant under 
the first part of seclion 35 of the Evidence Act. When this 
direction was given by the learned Tiial Judge, the first 
respondent did not laise any objection, though the furnishing 
of the chart would be clearly tantamount to production of 
the relevant parts of the official records containing particulars 
in regard to the dales and places of ihe public meetings and 
the names of the spcakcis. The chart furnished by the 
Inspector Cieneial of Police in compliance with thi.s direction 
of the learned Tiial Tudge was, therefore, clearly admissible 
in evidence. The Inspector General of Police, in fact, affirm- 
ed this chart in his affidavit claiming the privilege and said 
in paragraph 3 of that affidavit that the chart had been 
supplied to the counsel of the petitionei “through the witness 
Inspector Mohinder Pal Singh". It was suggested on behalf 
of the first respondent that there was nothing to show that 
this chort produced by Ihe petitioner along with his applica- 
tion JA No, 645 of 1972 was the same as that given by 
the inspeetbr General of Police. But this suggestion m whdlly 
untenable It is nothing but an afterthought. No such plea 
was put forward by the first respondent in reply to JA No, 
645 of 1972, The first respondent did not dispute in the 
affidavit filed by him in reply to this application that the 
chart piodiiced by the petitioner was not the same as that 
handed over to him by the Inspector General of Police. The 
first respondent then contended that if this chart were 
treated as evidence, he would be deprived of an opportunity 
of cross-examining the CID officeis who made the reports 
or nniintaitied the official records from which the chart vvas 
prepared. But that is no argument, because oven if the 
repot ts made by CID officers or the official recouls maintain- 
ed by them had been produced by the Inspcctoi General of 
Police, they would have been admissible in evidence under 
the first part of section 35 of the Evidence Act, without any 
oral cviilencc as to their contents being required to be given 
bv the CID officers who made the reports or maintained the 
official records. The petitioner is, therefore, not unjustified 
in asking us to tieat the chart as a niece of evidence with 
probative value, though it must be said that it is weak typo 
of evidence and standing by itself without anvthing more, 
it cannot be legaided sufficient to establish the holding of 
a public meeting by the first respondent. It can however, 
certainlv be lelied upon as a cotioborative piece of evidence 
which may be considered along with other cviJcnce for the 
purpose of deciding whcthci a particular public meeting was 
held in concction with the election of the first respondent. 

Wc may now Him to consider the oral evidence ol the 
CID officers m regard to the specific public meetings held 
in connection with the election of the first respondent. But 
before wc do so, we may refer to one general crificiim 
levelled bv the Icaineil Tiial Judge I'or disbelieving the oral 
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evideace of the CID officers. Whenever n CID officer 
deposed to a public meeting held by the lust lespondenl, 
which was not to be found in the lists PW 6/5, PW 7/1 
and PW 8/3. the teamed Inal Judge piomptly lejcctcd the 
evidence and lefused to accept the public meeting on the 
giound that il such a public meeting had taken place, it 
would have certainly tound a place in one of these lists 
and the absence of mention ot it in these lists clearly indi- 
cated that It must not have taken place. This approach of 
the learned Inal Judge is in our opinion ciTOueous. It is 
obvious that the hsls ki.t. PW 6/5, PW//i and PW 8/3 aie 
not exhuastivc ot all the public meetings held within the 
jurisdiction of the respective police stations. I hey refer only 
to those public meetings where the police station staff was 
sent lor mamtcnimcc of law and Older. It is quite possible 
that there might have been other public meetings ol which 
the police station olliccis had no notice and which might 
not have been covcicd by the police station strdf and hence 
not entered in the registeis mainlained by the police stations. 
In fact. Umesh Chandra stated in tus evidence that in 
1-ebruary 1971, twenty four election meetings were held vvith- 
in the jurisdiction ol his police station on behalf of various 
parties and yet the list Ex. PW 6l5 shows only eighteen public 
meetings. The absence of mention of a public meeting in 
the lists Ex. PW 6/5, PW 7/1 and PW 8/3 cannot, there- 
fore, be a ground foi disbelieving the testimony of an in- 
dependent and dis-interested witness like a CID officer. 
Morcovei, it is difficult lo appreciate how the oral testimony 
of a witness can be contradicted by a negative infcicnce to 
be drawn fiom the absence of an entry in the register or 
list maintained by another witness, when that other witness 
has not stated in his evidence that his legister or list was 
exhaustive and no other public meeting were heffi, It may 
also be noted that no question was put to any of the police 
station offlceis on behalf of the first respondent suggesting 
that the lists Exs. PW 6/5, PW 7/1 and PW 8/3 were 
exhaustive and no public mcctingsi other than those shown 
ill these lists were held wilhm Ihe respective jurisdictions of 
their police stations. The absence of mention of a particidai 
public meeting in the lists Exs. PW 6/5, PW 7/1 and 8/3 
ciinnot, th(^'ctoic, be relied upon h circuinstance foi 
believing the testimony of the CID officers in regard to the 
holding of such public meeting. The learned Trial Judge 
also relied very much on the evidence of the fust respondent 
and his witnesses denying the holdings of the public mectiitgs 
deposed to by the ClD officers but such denial by partisa 
and interested witnesses can have no meaning in the face ot 
positive evidence of the CID officers supported by the chsit 
turnished by Ihe Inspector General of Police and no weight 
can attach to il. As observed by thU Court in RiWin Khan 
V. khurshid Ahmad (h) fC A, 816 of 1973. dec. on Hlh 
August, 1974J. 


“Negative evidence is ordinarily no good to disprove the 
factum of meetings,” 


lurning lo tlie oial evidence of the CID Officers, the 
first C'lD officer lo whom we must refer in this connection 
is Umesh Chander (PW 39). This witness stated that he 
covcied several election meetings in Sadar Parliamcntaiy 
constituency during ihe Geneial Elections of 1971 and 
amongst otheis, he attended the public meetings at Chowk 
Chec Tooti, Chanta Ghai, Tel Miindi Amarpuri Colony, 
Chowk Azad Maiket and near Impciiiil Cinema. He could 
not give the dates of thc.se public meetings from memory, 
but It is deal fioni the chart furnished by the Ins- 
nector General of Police to the petitioner that these six public 
meetings were held on 24th Fcbrnary, 1971, )6th Ecbiiiaiy 
1971 ]9th Febiuaiv. 1971, 25th Fcbriiaiy, 1971, 26lh Feb- 
uiary, 1971. and 22nd Fcbiuary, 1971. Out of these six 
public meetings, three, namely, one at Chowk Chhc Tooti 
on 24th February, 1971, the other at Chanta Ghar on 16th 
February, 1971 and the third at Tel Mandi on 19th Febniaiy. 
1971 weie amongst the twenty three public meetings admitted 
by the first respondent, .So f.ii as the public meeting near 
Intipcrial Cinema on 22nd February, 1971 is concerned, th.it 
was also, according lo the first respondent, included in the 
admitted' twenty Lhice public meetings. The contention of 
the 111 St respondent w.is that this public meeting was the 
same as the one .it Chuna Mandi on 22nd Februaiy. 1971 
admitted bv him and was not an additional meeting Thi^ 


contention appears to be well founded. It is clear from the 
repoit of permissions Ex. PW 7/3 that Imperial Cinema is 
tn Chuna Mandi and in fact a permission was granted under 
hx. PW 7/3 for holding a public meeting in Chuna Mandi 
in front ot Irnpciial Cinema on 27lh Fcbiuary, 1971, though 
u Was subsequently cancelled as appearing Irom the list Ex. 
PW 7/1. The first lespondcnt also stated in his evidence 
that there was a meeting in Chuna Mandi in fiont of Ini- 
peual Cinema on 22nd February, 1971. The public meeting 
near Imperial Cinema on 22nd Febiuary, 1971 deposed lo 
by Umesh Chandra was, theieioic, the same as ihe public meet- 
ing at Chuna M,nidi admitted by ihc lust respondent. That 
Itu-vcs ror consideration two public meetings, one at Amarpuri 
Colony on 25Lh Fcbiuary, 1971 and the other at Chowk Azad 
Market on 26th Febiuary, 1971. Both these public meetings 
wcic disputed by the fiist respondent. Bnt the evidence given 
by Umesh chandia (PW 39J supported by the relevant cij- 
Ines in the chart shows beyond doubt th.U these two public 
meetings wcic held by the first lespondcni. There was hardly 
any cioss-exdininutioii jt Umesh Chandia fPW 39) on this 
jioinl. No suggestion was made to him that he was an in- 
terested witness and indeed such a suggestion could not be 
made as hc w.is a I, ID officei. It was not even put lo him 
that these two public meetings did not take place as deposed 
lo by him. The only question put to this witness was as 
to how he lemembcicd the places of the public meetings de- 
jioscd to by him and his frank answer was that the places of 
these public meetings were slated by him from memory. There 
IS no reason why this witness should be disbelieved merely 
because he gave the places of the public meetings uttended by 
him from memory. In tact, as poinlcd out above, the chart 
turnished by the Inspector General of Police clearly supports 
his oral evidence. The learned Tiial Judge icjccted the evi- 
dence of this witness on two grounds. One giound was that 
this witness did not state that the public meetings deposed to 
by him weie Congress meetings ot the fiist respondent. This 
giound is fallacious, in lhat it overlooks the positive evidence 
given by this witness that the first and fifth respondents spoke 
at these public meetings, though of coiiisc be could not say 
whether both of them spoke in all the public meetings or 
m only some of them. However, the chart furnished by 
the Inspector General of Police shows the names of the 

speakers at these public meetings and it is evident form these 
names that these public meetings were “Congress meelings of 
lespondenl No. 1’'. The other ground relied on by the learned 
Tiiul Judge was that the claim of the petitioner in regard 
to the public meetings at Amarpuri colony and Chock 
Azad Market was believed by the list Ex. PW 6/5 in which, 
according lo the learned Trial Judge, the public meetings 
at these two places were slated to be of political parties 

'olhci’ ih.m the Congress or the Jan Sangh, This ground 
is also untenable and lor two reasons. In the first place, 
the list Fx. PW 6/5 does not refer to any public meeting 
tu Amarpuri Colony on 25tli Februaiy, 1971 or Chock 

.\z.id Market on 26th February, 1971 under the heading 
‘Otheis', and none of these two public meetings deposed 
to by Umesh C handra (PW 39) finds a place in list Ex. PW 
6/5, Secondly, as already pointed out above, the heading 
‘Olbers’ docs not indicate that a piiblicc meeting under that 
heading was a meciing of any individual or political party 
other than the Congiess or the Jan Sangli. We must, there- 
fore, hold, on the strength of the cv idence of Umesh 
Chandra ( PW 39) supported by the chait hirnished by 
the Inspector Gcncial of I’olice, that in addition to the 

twenty ihicc public meetings admitted by the first respondent 
two fui'thci public meetings were licld in connection with 
the election of the first respondent namely one at Amarpuri 
Colony on 25th Febui.iiv 1971 and the other at Chowk 
Azad Market on 2Cith Febiuaiv, 1971. 


T'he next witness whose evidence we must consider is 
Ranbii Singh (PW 49), who w.is at the mateiial time a 
Suo-tnspeclor in CID Special Branch. He has staled that 
he covered three or lour election meetings of Ihc fiist 
lespondent, :ind though he could not icmcmber the sequence, 
he asserted that these election meetings was at Chowk 
Chile Tooti, Clock Tower, Chock Tatoo Shah Bagichi and 
Pahari Dhiraj. Hc fuither said that the first lespondcnt 
spoke at all these public meetings and the fifth icspondciit 
also spoke at one oi two of them He also gave the names 
of some ol the other speakers at these four public meetings 
These foui public meelings also find a place in the chart 
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furni‘;hcLl by the Inspector Gencrnl of Police nnd accord- 
iT* -to that Chart, the public meeting ;it Chowk Chhe Tooti 
was held on 12th Febiiiary, the public meeting at 

Chowk Tutoo Shiih Btigichi was held on .15th Fcbritnry. 
1971, the public meeting .at Clock Tower was held on 2nd 
March, 1971 and the public meeting at Piihan Dhiraj w.is 
held on 27th Februmy, 1971 The second and the third 
of these public meetings were included in the twenty three 
public meetings admitted by the first respondent and the 
dispute was only as regards the first public meeting .it 
Chowk Chee Tooti on 12th February, 1971 and the fourth 
public meeting at Pahari Dhirai on 27tb February, 1971. 
We will first consider the position in regard to the public 
meeting at Pahari Dhiraj on 27th February, 1971, The 
learned Tiial ludge rejected the evidence of Ranbir Singh 
(PW 49) in regard to thi.s public meeting on the ground 
that the fist Fx. PW 6/,5 showed this public meeting us 
“a meeting of political parties other than the Congress and 
J.m Sangh” and the first respondent had in his evidence de 
nicd that any such public meeting was held by him. We 
do not think that the learned Trial ludgc was justified in 
taking this view. In the first place, if we look at the list 
Ex. PW 6/5. it shows a public meeting at P.ihaii Dhiraj 
on 27th f ebrnarv, 1971 under the heading ‘Others’. We 
have already pointed out that the heading ‘Others’ does 
not mean anything more than other meetings and merely 
because a paiticulai public meeting finds a riace under 
that heading, it docs not mean that it was not a meeting 
of the Congress. The list Fx. PW 6/5 docs not, therefore, 
in any way contradict the evidence of Ranbir Singh fPW 49) 
at this point. Secondly, the evidence of Ranbir Singh 
fPW 49) is supported by the entry at serial No. 18 in 
the chart furnished by the Inspector General of Police which 
shows that a public meeting was held in support of the 
first respondent at Pahari Dhiraj on 27th February, 1971 
at which, amongst other, respondents No. 1 and 5 were 
the speakers. Thirdly, there is no reason why an inde- 
pendent witness like Ranbir Singh (PW 49), who has ab- 
solutely no interest in the result of the litigation one way 
or the other, should be disbelieved. It is true that the places 
of (he four public meetings deposed to by him were meti- 
(ioned in the summons sci'-ed upon him and it was for 
that reason that he could give the names of these places 
in his evidence, but that does not detract from the value of 
his evidence, because unless these places mentioned in the 
summons were correct, h" would not have subscribed to them 
in his evidence. He would have said “I do not remember”. But 
he gave evidence in regard to these public meetings be 
cause he remembered though his memory was prodded by 
what Was stated in the summons, lie even gave the 
n imes of some of the sneiil.ers and deposed broadlv to the 
.'iiiangemcnts made at ihese public meetings. Not even 

a suggestion was made to him that the public meeling al 
Pahari Dhiraj was n meeting of some other political ’-art’ 
or individual. It may also be noted that np.Tt from Kainbii 
Si'wh fPW 49), Kiind nlal (PW 27) and Chunnilal 

(PW 32) also deposed to the public meeting at Pahari 
Dhiiaj and thcic is no reason vhv their evidence should not 
be accepted, particularly when Kiindan Lai (PW 27) was 
an independent witness without anv political affiliation and 
rhnnnilal (PW 32) was also a person beloriging neither 
to the Congress nor to the Ian Sangh, We, theicfore, hold 
that a public meeting at Pahari Dnhaii was held in conner- 
ilon with the election of the first respondent on 27th February 
1971. 

So far ns the public meeting at Chowk Chhe Tooti on 
12th February, 1971 Is concerned, it is clearly establish-d 
by the evidence of Rnnb'i .Singh (PW 49) supported bv 
the entry at serial No. 1 in the chart furnished bv the Tns- 
oertor General of Police It mav be noted tha Ranbir 
Singh (PW 49) st.ited in his evidence that the speakers :t 
the public meeting at Chowk Chhe Tooti were the fint 
respondent, fifth respondent. Shiv Charan Gupta and two 
or three others This statement tallies comolctelv with the 
names of the spealers given in the chart fitirnished bv ih' 
Inspectoi Cieneral oC Police against the entry at sciial No, I 
We do not see any reason why the evidence of Ranbh 
Singh (PW 49) who is a wholly independent witness should 
be rejected and the denial of the first respondent, who is 
a party to the litigation, or his supporters should be pre- 
feiTed. ft is true that there is no mention of this public 


meeting at Chowk Chee Tooti in the list Fx. PW 7,1, but, 
as pointed out above, the absence of mention of this public 
meetinc at Chowk ("hhe Tooti in the lot Fx. 7/1, but, 
believing the testimony of an independent .md disinterested 
witness like Ranbir Singh ( PW 49) We must, con- 
sequently, hold that a public meeting of the first respondent 
was held al Chowk Chhe Tooti on 12th Fcbruaiy, 1971. 

We then go on to consider the evidence of Daulat Ram 
(PW 42) who was also at the mateiial time Sub-Inspector 
in the CID Special Branch. He said in his evidence that 
he covered two election meetings of the first respondent, 
one at Chowk Haia Tooti and the other at Hathikhiinii 
Bahudiirgarh Road. The chart furnished b> the Inspector 
General of Police shows that the public meeting at Chowk 
Bant Tooti was held on 20th February, 1971, while the 
rublic meeting at Hathikhana, Bahodurgarh Road was held 
on 26th February, 1971. So far as the public meeting at 
Chowk Bara Tooti on 20th February, 1971 is concerned, 
it was admitted by the first respondent, but the public meet- 
ing at B.ihadui'gai h Road on 26th February, 1971 was dis- 
puted and the first respondent denied that any such public 
meeting was held by him The evidence of Daulat Ram 
(PW 42) in legard to this public meeting is however 
very clear and there is no reason why it should not be 
accepted, merely because he has deposed to this public meet- 
ing from memory. In fact the memory of this witness was 
rcvcrcly tested in cross-examination by the first respondent 
but he stood the test firmly and was unshaken. There is 
nothing suggested as to why the testimony of this witness 
should he rejected. This witness not only dc-osed to the 
holding of the public meeting at Bahadui garh Road but 
aclually gave the names of the speakers at this public meet- 
ing, n.amely, the first respondent, the fifth respondent, Mr, 
Mir Mushtaq Ahmed and .Sardar Wazir Singh. These 
names tally completely with the names of the speakers 
given in the chait furnished by the Inspector General of Police 
Wc also find that the list Ex. 6/5 shows that a public meeting 
at Bahadurgarh Road was held on 26th February, 1971. It 
is undoubtedly mentioned under the heading ‘Others' but, 
as we have already explained, this does not mean that it 
could not be a meeting of the Congress It is significant 
to note that not even a suggestion was made to this witness 
that he public meeting at Bahadurgarh was a meeting of 
some other political r.arty or individual. Such a suggestion 
would obviously have been futile, because the evidence of 
the witness was that the only meetings he covcied were those 
of the Congress and the ,Ian Sangh and this public meeting 
deposed to by him could not, therefore, be a meeting of any 
oher political party or individual. Wc arc. therefore, satis- 
fied beyond doubt a public meeting at Hathikhana, Bahadur- 
garh Road was held nn 26th February, 1971 in connection 
with the election of the first respondent. 


The next w'itness in this ground is Snkhbir Singh IPW 46) 
who was at the material time a Head Constable in CID Spe- 
cial Branch He s.iid in his evidence that he covered one 
meeting of the first icspondcnt in Siidar Parliamentary con- 
stituency and that was a meeting at Chhoti Masjid. Bara 
Hindu Rao on 26t1) February, 1971. The speakers at thi.s 
meeting, according to him, were O. P. Jain, Mir Mushtaq 
Ahmad, Nntcndra Kumar and Dada Ataf-iir-Rehman. This 
evidence clcaily esinblishes the holding of this public meet- 
ing bv the first respondent and there is no reason why it 
should not be accented, patticularly when we find that it 
h.as not been challenged at all in cioss-examination by the 
first respondent, It is no doubt true that Subhash Arya 
(RIW 35) stated in his evidence that a public meeting was 
scheduled to be held at Bara Hindu Rao on 26th February, 
1971, hut it was cancelled because he could not arrange for 
any speaker at this public meeting. But we fail to see how 
this statement of Siibhash Arya (RIW 35), who was admittedly 
a paitisan witness .could be preferred to the testimonv of 
Sul hbir Singh (PW 46) who was wholly independent and 
disinterested, having no interest in the result of the litiga- 
tion It may tiLo be noted that an application Fx. PW 6/1 
for permission to hold this public meeting was m.ade by Dr. 
Ro'han Lai on 26th February, 1971, that is, on the same 
dav on *vhich this public meeting was to be held and it is 
difficult to believe that such a'splicntion could have been 
made by Dr. Roshnn I al in the morning of 26th February, 
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1971 without making the necessary anangements for speakers 
at this public meeting which was to b: held the same evening 
The learned Trial liulge icjccted the evidence of Snkhbii 
Singh (PW 46; in regard to this public meeting on the 
ground that this public meeting V'as shown in the list T\. 
PW 6/5 as a meeting organised by other political parties 
and not by the Congress. But this giound is, wiilh the grea- 
test respect to the learned Trial Judge, wiliolly misconceived 
because we do not find any deference to this public meeting 
in the list T.x. 6/5 even under the heading ‘Others’, Not 
only is the evidence of this witness uncontradicted by any 
documentary evidence but it actually finds support from the 
entry of seiial No. 16 in the chart furnished by the Inspector 
General of Police where it is shown as a meeting held in 
support of the fiist tespondent. The names of the spcakcis 
given by this witness also tally with the names set out against 
the entry at setial No. 16 m the shait fuinished by the Ins- 
pector General of Police. We must, therefore, accept the 
case of the petitioner that a public meeting at Chhoti Masjid, 
Bara Hindu Rao was held by the first respondent on 26th 
February, 1971. 

That takes us to the evidence of Shyam Singh (PW 45), 
who was at the material time posted in the CID Special Branch 
He said in his evidence that he covered two public meetings 
of the Inst respondent, one at Chowk Nabi Karim on 26th 
February. 1971 and the other at Chowk Neemwala in Nabi 
Karim on 2nd March, 1971. The second public meeting at 
Cchowk Neemwala on 2nd March 1971 was included in the 
twenty three public meetings admitted by the first rescqndent 
But the first public meeting at Chowk Nabi Karim held on 
26th Februaiy, 1971 was disputed by him and the case of the 
first respondent was that no such public meeting was held. 
We do not see any reason w hy the evidence of Shyam Singh 
(PW 45) in regard lo the public meeting at Chowk Nabi 
Karim on 26th Februaiy, 1971 should not be accepted. If 
we look at the cioss-cxamination of this witness by the first 
respondent, wo do not find any challenge at all to the state- 
ment of this witness in regard to the holding of this public 
meeting. Morover, the evidence of this witness is suppoitcd 
by the statement of Chunni Lai (PW 32) m cross examina- 
tion that the Congress held a public meeting inter-alia 
at the Nabi Karim Chowk. But more than this support tiom 
the oral evidence of Chunni Lai (PW 32) is the corrobora- 
tion to be found in the Chart furnished by the Inspectoi 
General of Police. The entry at serial No. 14 in this chnit 
clearly supplies authenticity and veracity lo the evidence of 
Shyam Singh (PW 45) that this public meeting did take place 
as claimed by the petitioner. The names of the speakers given 
by this witness in his oral evidence find a place amongst the 
speakers mentioned in this chart There can, therefore, be 
no doubt despite the denial of the first respondent, that a 
public meeting at the Chowk near the Police Post, Nabi 
Karim was held by the first respondent on 26th February 1971. 

The pcfitionei also claimed that two other public meetings 
were held by the first respondent in connection with his 
election, one at Chowk Singhara on 18th February, 1971 
and the other at Tonga Stand, Pahar Ganj, on 2nd March, 
1971. These two public meetings are shown as having been 
held in support of the first respondent in the entries at setial 
Nos. 4 and 21 in the chart furnished by the Inspector Gene- 
ral of Police. The CID officer who, acconJing to this Chart, 
covered these two public meetings was Umesh Chandra 
(PW 39), but since Umesh Chandra (PW 39) was piecluded 
from referring to the reports madp by him contemporaneously 
for the purpose of refreshing his memory and required to 
give evidence only or the basis of what he re-called** 
by’ him. There was also no other evidence in sup- 
port of these two public meetings. The case of the pctitionci, 
therefore, rested only on the entries at serial Nos, 4 and 21 
in the chart supplied by the Inspector General of Police. 
But as pointed out above, this chart is definitely weak piece 
of evidence and it would not be correct to icly upon it as 
substantive evidence for the purpose of holding, on the 
strength of its evidentiary value alone without anything more, 
that these two public meetings, namely one at Chowk 
Singhara on 18th February, 1971 and the other at Tonga 
Stand, Pahar Ganj on 2na March, 1971 were held in sup- 
port of the election ol the first respondent. 

Then there were three other public meetings claimed by 
the petitioner to have been held by the first respondent. 


namely, one at Katra Karim on 17th February, 1971 and the 
other at Ghana Mandl near Imperial Cinema on 17th J^b- 
rudiy, 1971 and the third at Tel Mandi on 19th I cbrTi^y, 
1971. There is no evidence at all to show that these three 
public meetings were held. The only piece of the evidence 
on which the petitioner could place reliance was the copy 
of the report Ex PW 7/3 which showed the permissions 
granted by the Sub-Divisional Magistrate to the Congress to 
hold certain public meetings which included inter aba these 
three public meetings. But from the mere factum of per- 
mission, without any further evidence, we cannot come to the 
conclusion that these three public meetings were held in con- 
nection with the election of the first respondent. 1 he same 
position obtains in regard to three other public meetings 
claimed by the petitioner, namely, one at ‘K’ Block, Andha 
Mughal on J8th Febrary, 1971 and the othpr at Malka Ganj 
on 22nd February, 1971 and the third at Ghanta Ghar on 
3rd March, 1971 There is no evidence in support of these 
three public meetings. What we have are only the applica- 
tions for permission to hold these three public meetings and 
they aie clearly insufficient to establish that these three pub- 
lic meetings were held. In fact, the public meeting at Ghanta 
Ghar on 3rd March, 1971 could never have been held be- 
cause of the ban on public meetings within forty eight hours 
before the date ol polling. 

We then proceed to consider the public meeting which, 
according to the petitioner, was held in Gulabi Bagh, The 
only evidence in simport of this public meeting is a reference 
to It m the bill of Agarwal Tent House, Ex. R-26. But, as 
we shall presently show, this bill of Agarwal Tent House 
cannot be regarded as genuine and it would not, therefore, 
bo collect to ba.se any finding on a statement contained m it. 
In the absence of any positive evidence on behalf of the 
petitioner in support of this public meeting, the denial ot 
the first respondent muSt be accepted. We, therefore, reject 
the case of the petitioner that a public meeting was held by 
the first respondent at Gulabi Bagh. 

That akes us to the public meeting at Pul Bangash on 
26th February, 1971, Ex. PW 6/1 is the application made by 
Dr. Roshan Lai for permission to hold a public meeting at 
Chowk Pul Bangesh on 26th February, 1971, and, in the 
absence of any evidence to the contrary, we must piesume 
that the permission applied for was granted. The list Ex. 
PW 6/5 snows that a public meeting was held at Pul Bangesh 
on 26tb February, 1971. The reference to this public meeting 
IS under the heading 'Others’ but, as we have already dis- 
cussed, this circumstances does not militate against this 
public meeting being a meeting of the Congress. Then there 
is the positive evidence of Indcr Mohan Bharadwaj (PW 30) 
that there wa^ a public meeting of the fiist resjiondent at 
Pul Bangash on 26th February, 1971 and when he was 
passing along, he saw pamphlets, like annexuro ‘A’, being 
distributed at ihis public meeting. It appears that the state- 
ment of this witness in regard to the factum of this public 
meeting was not challenged in cross-examination on behalf of 
the first respondf Int. The only challenge was to the accuracy of 
what he saw at this public meeting. When we turn lo the 
evidence led on lichalf of the first respondent in regard to 
this public meeting, we find a very interesting feature Which 
is eloquent ol Iht truth. Om Prakash Makan (RIWI) admitted 
in his cross-cv,.niiriation on 4th Febtuary, 1972 that he went 
lo another meeting of the first respondent and the place where 
this meeting Wu' held was Pul Bangash. But his cioss-cxami- 
nation was not completed on 4h February, 1972. I was con- 
tinued on 7th Icbiuary, 1972 and in the course of the fur- 
ther cross ■cxuniinatiou on that day, he seized the opportunity 
to go back on his previous admission and tried to explain 
it away by saying “1 did not see any meeting at Pul Ban- 
gash, 1 had thcie to sec Trilochan Singh. When I went 

there I saw 20 oi 35 people coming back. I asked them whe- 
ther Tirlochan Sngh was there and was informed that Tri- 
lochan Sinch V',,' not there. Amonst the people returning was 
iny brothel -in-1 IV Dma Nath and he told me that there had 
been a meeting in soinc house”. This was a crude and clumsy 
attempt to evpltiin away pn admission unwittingly made 
and it cannot deceive u,. The .admission of the witness stands 
unimpaired and Ihcic can be no doubt that it represents the 
truth. When .Subhavh 4rya (R IW 35) was cross-examined in 


**be omitted there two public meetings in the evidence 
given 
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■qigard fo this public meeting, he admitted that this public 
meeting was scheduled to be held at Chowk Pul Bangash on 
26th February, 1971, but it could not be held becituso he 
was not able to arrange for any speakers, This statement of 
Subhash Arya (.RIW 35) clearly implies that the permission 
for holding this public meeting was obtained but the reason 
for not holding it was dilTercnt, We, however, find it difficult 
to believe that this public meeting could not be held on 
account of want of speakers. It is a most unconvincing ex- 
planation given by Siibhasfi Arya (RIW 3.51 tor the purpose 
of explaining away this public meeting. In fact, the list 
Ex. PW 6/5 clearly shows that a public meeting was held at 
Pul Bangash on 26th February, 1971. We are, therefore, satis- 
fied from the etidcnce on record that his public meeting was 
held in connection with the election of the first respondent. 


The claim of the petitioner in regard to the public meeting 
said to have been held by the first respondent at Sadar Nala 
Road on 15th February. 1971 is, however, not well founded. 
There is no evidence at all to show that this public meeting 
was held. The only piece of evidence on which the petitioner 
could rely was the intimation Ex. PW 6/2 given by the 
Superintendent of Police, North District, Delhi to the Deputy 
Inspector General of Police, Delhi that the Congress had 
decided to hold a public meeting at Sadar Nara Road on 
15th February, 1971 and assistance should be provided to the 
local police in maintaining law and order. But from this 
piece of evidence alone, without anything more, it cannot be 
concluded that the public meeting referred to in this intima- 
tion was in fact held. Subhash Arya (RIW '35) stated in his 
evidence that a public meeting was undoubtedly scheduled to 
be held at Sadar Nala Road on 15th February, 1971, but It 
had to be cancelled because no arrangement could be made 
in regard to speakers, This statement of Subhash Arya 
(RIW 35) stands uncontroverted by any positive evidence on 
behalf of the petitioner in regard to the holding of this pub- 
lic meeting, unlike the case in regard to the public meeting 
at Pul Bangash on 26th February, 1971. We therefore, reject 
the claim of the petitioner that any such public meeting was 
held at Sadar Nala Road on 15th February, 1971. 


We have discussed the evidence in regard to the number 
of public meetings held in connection with the election of the 
first respondent m great detail because we are taking a new 
different from the one taken by the learned Trial Judge and, 
in all fairness to the learned Trial Judge as well as to the first 
respondent, wc think it necessary that we should articulate our 
reasons fully, The above discussion shows that in addition 
to the twenty three public meetings admitted by the first res- 
pondent nine further public meetings were held at the follow- 
ing places and on the following dates, namely : 

1. Amar Puri colony on 26-2-1971 

2. Chowk Azad Market on 26-2-1971 

3. Chhoti Ma.'jid, Bara Hindu Rao on 26-2-1971 

4. Pahari Dhlraj on 27-2-1971 

5. Chhe Toori on 12-2-1971 

6 Hathi Khanr. Bnhadurgarh Road on 26-2-1971 

7. Near Police Posi Nabi Karim on 26-2-1971 

8. Multani Dhanda on 22-2-1971 

9. Pnl Bangash on 26-2-1971 


The first respendent owned the responsibility for expenses 
in respect of the twenty three public meetings admitted by 
him and the only question could be in regard to the expen, ses 
of the additional nine meetings above-mentioned. It was not 
the case of the first respondent that any public meetings were 
u connection with his election which were financed by 
the Congress or any other individual. The first respondent in 
fact admitted in his cross-examination that ho “bore the ex- 
penses of all the election meetings in my constituency” 

"9 argument that the 

expenses of any of these nine public meetings were not met 
by any organisation or individual other than the first res- 
106 G of 1/74—2, 


pondent. In any event, even if the expenses of some out of 

these nine public meetings were incurred by the District 
Pradesh Congress Committee or any other branch of the 

Congress organisation or any other friend or supporter, such 
expenses must be held to be authorised by the first respon- 
dent, because the first respondent knowingly took advantage 
of such public meetings by participating in them and con- 
sented to or at any rate, acquiesced in such expenses and, 
in any view of the matter, failed to disavow them. The 
question which we must, therefore, proceed to consider is as 
to what were the expenses incurred or authorised by the first 
respondent in ccnnection with these twenty three plus nine 
public meetings 

Now, ihe first respondent disclosed in his return of expenses 
only three amennts, namely, Rs. 180, paid to Tandon Tent and 
Furniture House, Rs. 180 paid to Saini Electric Works and 
Rs. 440 paid to Agarwal Tent House, and his ca.se was that 
these were the only three amounts spent by him in connection 
with his public meetings which were twenty three in number. 
Since we have held that nine more public meetings wer held 
in addition to the twenty three admitted by the first respondent, 
it must follow that the first respondent suppressed the ex- 
penditure incun ed or authorised by him on these nine further 
public meetings. What should be the approach of the Court 
when the Court finds that certain items of expenses are sup- 
pressed by a candidate is a matter which wc shall presently 
discuss. But before wc do that, we must examine tho question 
whether the expenditure shown by the first respondent in con- 
nection with twenty three public meetings admitted by him is 
genuine. Did tho first respondent spend only three amounts 
of Rs. 180, Rs. 180 and Rs. 440 in connection with these public 
meetings or these amounts represent a very much lower figure 
than what was actiialh spent by the first respondent, The 
expenditure of these amounts was sought to be supported by 
the bill of Tandon Tent and Furniture House, the receipt of 
Saini Electric Works and the bill of Agarwal Tent House. 
The case of th* first respondent was that furnishings in con- 
nection with twelve public meetings were supplied by Tandon 
Tent and Furniture House and electric equipment by Saini 
Electric Works and furnishings and electric equipment in con- 
nection with the remaining eleven public meetings were supplied 
by the Agarwal Tent House, However, strangely enough, 
when the first respondent was asked in cross-examination, he 
could not say as to which were the public meetings to which 
Tandon Tent & Furniture House and Saini Electric Works 
supplied furnishings and electric equipment and which were 
the public meetings to which furnishings and electric equip- 
ment were sujiplied by Agarwal Tent House. If in fact, 
furnishings and electric equipment were supplied by Tandon 
Tent and Furniture House, Saini Electric Works and Agarwal 
Tent House and the arrangements with these three firms had 
been made personally by the first respondent, as claimed by 
him in his evidtnee, ii is difficult to understand why the first 
respondent could nto specify the public meetings catered by 

Tandon Tent i Furniture House and Saint Electric Works 
and the public meetings catered Agarwal Tent House. 

Surely, the first respondent must have maintained some records 
to show to which public meetings, furnishings and electric 
equipment were supplied by these three firms; otherwise, how 
could he have checked whether the bills submitted by these 
three firms were correct The inability to produce the records 
and to particularise the specific public meetings catered by 
these three firms is a factor wffich throws considerable doubt 
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on the gemuneness of the story of the first respondent that 
furnishings and electric equipment were supplied by these 
three firms. It is also rather strange that the first respondent 
could not give particulars of the furnishings and electric equip- 
ment actually supplied by these three firms. 

It may also be noted that the bill of Tandon Tent and 
Furniture House was sought to be proved by the first respon- 
dent by examining Bhagmal Tandon (RIW 14), the sole pro- 
prietor of the firm as a witness. But so far as the receipt 
of Saini Electric Work'' and the bill of Agarwal Tent House 
Were concerned, the first respondent did not call any repre- 
sentatives of these two firms to give evidence and prove the 
contents of the.se documents. Since the correctness and genui- 
neness of these documents was challenged on behalf of the 
petitioner, the first respondent ought to have summoned the 
representatives of these two firms and led their evidence for 
the purpose of establishing that in fact they supplied furnishings 
and electric equipment and charged no more than the amounts 
shown in these documents. The first respondent, however, did 
not choose to do so and preferred to rest his case merely on 
his Oral testimrr.y which was so vague and evasive as not to 
give even the particulars of the specific public meetings at 
which furnishings and electric equipment were supplied by the 
different firms It may also be pointed out that so far as 
Saini Electric Works is concerned, not even the bill of this 
firm was attempted to be produced by the first respondent. 
The receipt of this firm which was produced from the records 
of the Chief Electoral Officer merely showed a sum of Rs. 180 
as having been received from the first respondept “on account 
of loudspeaker and light arrangements for the period from 
20th February. 1971 to 2nd March, 1971". It did not show 
where ‘loudspeaker and light arrangements” were supplied, 
what was the number of public meetings at which the supply 
was made, how many loudspeakers were supplied and what 
was the nature and extent of the lighting arrangements made 
at each public meetings. The rate at which “loudspeaker and 
light arrangements” were supplied was also not mentioned in 
the receipt. Tlie receipt also did not refer to supply of 
microphones and, therefore, presumably, microphones were 
not supplied by Saini Electric Works and the amount of Rs. 180 
did not cover any charges on that account. 

The evidence of Subhash Ary a (RIW 35) also exposes the 
infirmities in the case of the first respondent on this point. 
Subhash Arya (RIW 35) in his evidence made a distinction 
between big public meetings and small public meetings and 
state that “for big public meetings respondent No. 1 had 
instructed him to place an order with Tandon Tent House 
to supply furniture etc. Other than electricity. Electricity 
material was supplied by Saini Electrical Works. For smaller 
public meetings the furniture etc. used to be supplied by 
Agarwai Tent House”, There were, according to this witness, 
twelve big meetings and eight out of these big public meetings 
were held at Clock Tower, Bara Tooti, Chowk Neemwala, 
Tel Mandi, Chhe Tooti, Chuna Mandl, Kasabpura and Deputy 
Ganj and the remaining four, in Pahar Ganj, It is clear 
from the particulars of the twenty three public meetings ad- 
mitted by the first respondent that out of the aforesaid eight 
big public meetings referred to by this witness, there were 
held prior to 20th February, 1971 one at Clock Tower on 
16th February, 1971, the other at Tel Mandl, on 19th Feb- 
ruary, 1971 and the third at Kasabpura on 13th February, 


1971, Now, if furnishings at big public meetings were 
plied by Tandon Tent & Furniture House, as claimed by 
Subhash Arya (RIW 35), it must follow that furnishings at 
these three big public meetings held at Clock Tower, Tel 
Mandi and Kasabpura prior to 20th February, 1971 must 
also have been supplied by Tandon Tent &, Furniture House. 
But the bill of Tandon Tent & Furniture House shows that 
furnishings were supplied only at "12 public meetings held 
in the month 20/2/71 to 2/3/71” and no furnishings were 
supplied at any public meetings held prior to 20th February, 
1971. If that be so, Tandon Tent & Furniture House could 
not possibly have supplied furnishings at the three big public 
meetings held at Clock Tower, Tel Mandi and Kasabpura 
prior to 20th February, 1971. This casts grave doubt on 
the case of the first respondent that furnishings were supplied 
by Tandon Tent & Furniture House at twelve public meetings 
held by the first respondent and irresistibly leads to the 
conclusion that the bill of Tandon Tent & Furniture House, 
Is, to say the least, highly suspicious. The case of the first 
respondent in regard to furnishings and electrical equipment 
supplied by Agarwal Tenl House also suffers from the same 
infirmity. Agarwal Tent House, according to Subhash Arya 
(RIW 35), supplied furnishings and electrical equipment at 
smaller public meetings. The public meetings at ‘P’ Block, 
Andha Mughal on 1st March, 1971 was admittedly a small 
public meeting” and therefore, if the case of the first res- 
pondent were true, furnishings and electrical equipment at 
this public meeting should have been supplied by Agarwal 
Tent House. But the bill of Agarwal Tent House showed 
that furnishings and electrical equipment were supplied by 
that firm only at eleven public meetings held in the mouth 
of February, 1971. It is therefore, obvious that, according 
to this bill, furnishings and electric equipment could not 
have been supplied by Agarwal Tent House at this public 
meeting held on Jst March, 1971. The bill of Agarwal Tent 
House thus does not fit in with the evidence and it is difficult 
to accept it as genuine. The only way in which the first 
respondent tried to get out of this rather difficult situation 
was by saying that the distinction made by Subhash Arya 
(RIW 35) between big meetings and small meetings was a 
distinction without a difference made under some mis-appre- 
hension and this explanation appealed to the learned Trial 
Judge. But it is difficult to sec how one could explain away 
this distinction in such a case manner, when Subhash Arya 
(RIW 35) put forward this distinction deliberately and advisedly 
as part of the case of the first respondent and there was 
nothing in this evidence to suggest that if was made under 
any mis-apprehension. 

Then again, it may be noted that the bill of Agarwal Tent 
House referred to two public meetings, one at Gulabi Bagh 
and the other at Sadar Bazar and charged for furnishings 
and electric equipment said to have been supplied at these 
two public meetings. The first respondent, however, denied 
that any public meeting was held by him at Sadar Bazar and 
in the absence of any positive evidence to the contrary, we 
must accept this denial as correct. So far as the public 
meeting alleged to have been held at Gulabi Bagh is concerned, 
the first respondent at one place in his evidence disclaimed 
any knowledge as to where Gulabi Bagh was situate, but 
subsequently, in the course of his cross-examination, he unwit- 
tingly blurted out that Gulabi Bagh was at a distance of 
two or two and a half miles. 
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the shop of Agarwal Tent House, which means that ne 
knew where Gulabi Bagh was. Now. according to the list 
of twenty three public meetings given by the first respondent, 
there was no public meeting at Oulabi Bagh and yet the 
bill of Agarwal Tent House referred to a public meeting at 
Guiabi Bagh. The first respondent was, therefore, constrain- 
ed to put forward a rather ingenious explanation in the 
course of arguments that Gulabi Bagh was in the area known 
as Andha Mughal and the reference in the bill of Agarwal 
Tent House, was, therefore, to the public meeting in Andha 
Mughal. But this explanation is, p^pably incorrect, because 
the only two public meetings out of those admitted by the 
first respondent which took place in Andha Mughal were at 
‘P’ Block, Andha Mughal and ‘K’ Block. Andha Mughal, 
and Gulabi Bagh, Andha Mughal is clearly and indisputcdly 
a different urea from P Block or ‘K' Block, Andha Muf^al, 
There was, therefore, no public meeting of the first respon- 
dent held at Gulabi Bagh. The bill of Agrwal Tent House 
which refers to the public meetings at Gulabi Bagh and 
Sadar Bazar cannot, in the circumstances, be looked upon as 
a document inspiring confidence and no reliance can be 
placed upon it. 


large or small? This is of course not a circumstance on 
which we place much rehance but it cannot be said to 
be wholly without significance. Then again it may be noted 
that the rate of about Rs, 27 per public meeting by way of 
hire for furnishings and electric equipment supplied by 
Agarwal Tent House as also the rate of Rs. 15 per public 
meeting for furnishings supplied by Tandon Tent House & 
Furniture House and the rate of Rs. 15 per public meeting 
for electrical equipment supplied by Sainl Electric Works — 
both the latter rates being inclusive of labour and cartage 
charges— -are absurdly low and can hardly be regarded as 
genuine. It was not the case of the first respondent that the 
rates charged by these three firms were concessional rates. In 
fact. BhagmaJ Tandon (RIW 14), who is the proprietor of 
Tandop Tent & Furniture House, stated in his evidence that 
the rates charged by him from the first respondent were the 
usual market rates. If we look at the bills Exs, 15/1'A, 
PW 15/1-B, and PW 15/1-C produced by Permod Kumar 
(PW/15), it is clear that the market rates particularly lor the 
supply of electrical equipment were very much higher than 
those shown to have teen charged by these three firms. 


There are also certain other infirmities which stare us in 
the face if we examine the matter a little more closely. The 
bill of Agarwal Tent House showed a lump sum of Rs. 100 
for cartage charges and a lump sum of Rs. 40 for labour 
charges in respect of furnishings and electrical equipment 
supplied at eleven public meetings held by the first respon- 
dent. That would mean that an aggregate sum of Rs. 300 
was charged by Agarwal Tent House to the first respondent 
by way of hire for furnishings and electrical equipment and 
the rate of hire thus come to about Rs. 27 per public meet- 
ing. Sij far as the bill of Tandon Tent and Furniture 
House is concerned, it did not make any sepaiate memo 
of cartage of labour charges in respect of furnishings supplied 
at twelve public meetings of the first respondent. The cx- 
plunalion of the first respondent as well as Bhagmal Tandon 
(R 17 : 4), the sole proprietor of this firm, was that the 
rate of Rs. 15 per public meeting mentioned in this bill was 
uiclusive of cartage and labour charges and that is why these 
charges were not separately shown as in the bill 
of Agarwal Tent House. Obviously, some such explanation 
had to be given by the first respondent, because no separate 
amount in respect of cartage and labour charges was shown 
by him m his return of expenses. But that expenses comp- 
letely the dubious character of the bill of Tandon Tent & 
Furniture House. The cartage and labour charges, accord- 
ing to the bill of Agarwal Tent House, were Rs, 13 per 
meeting. We will assume in favour of the first rMpondent 
that the cartage and labour charges in respect of furnishings 
supplied by Tandon Tent & Furniture House and the electri- 
cal equipment supplied by Sainl Electrical Works were the 
same, namely, Rs. 13 per public meeting, even though the fur- 
nishings, supplied by Tandon Tent &. Furniture House were 
jn much greater quantity then those supplied by Agarwal 
lent House. But even on that minimal footing, the aggre- 
gate charges by way of hire for furnishing supplied by Tan- 
don Ten A Furniture House and electric equipment supplied 
by Saini Electric Works would come to Rs, 17 per public 
meefing. It is not strange and almost incredible that the hire 
u furnishings and electrical equipment by Agarwal 
lent House at small public meetings snould be Rs. 27 per 
pubhc mcctin^g while the hire charges for furnishings supplied 
by Tandon Tent & Furniture House and the electrical Muip- 
ment supplied by Sami Electric Works at big public meetings 
Public. meeting. The furnishings sup- 
plied by Tandon Tent & Furniture House were adrnittediv 
much mom in quantity than those supplied by Agarwal Tent 
House antf therefore the hire charges of Tandon Tent & 

hilniT’Th!, T have been 

^ 1°^ Agarwal Tent House. But strangely 

enough they were lower by about Rs. 10 per public meet- 
mg. Tt would be straining our credflity to the utmost to 
accept this fantastic theory. 

We may also point out that it is rather stranec that the 

Tnndon''Tenr&'FWt arrangements with 
1 nnaon lent & Furniture House and Ajcarwat 

to supply fixed items of furnishings, toes^ctEe of the 

meeting. Would the nature Md quan- 
tity of the items of furnishings required at public meeting 

fne R to '? the publi? meet* 

g IS to be held— whether the audience expected would be 


We may then examine the evidence of Bha^al Tandon 
(RIW 14), who came as a witness on behalfof the first 
respondent. He stated in his evidence that he did not receive 
any order from the first respondent to supply furnishings 
during the election but it was Subhash Arya (RIW 35) who 
placed orders with him “to arrange for furniture for elec- 
tion meetings of respondent No. 1." He deposed that the 
bill in respect of furnishings supplied by him was submitted 
by him to the first respondent and the received payment of 
the amount of the bill against the receipt Ex. W. 8, Ho 
was severely cross-examined on behalf of the petitioner and 
in his cross-examination, he admitted that even during the 
previous elections he had woked for the first respondent who 
had stood as a candidate on behalf of the Congress. He 
stated that he maintained only a bill book, a ledger and a 
cash book and he produced these books of account in 
Court. The bill book contained the carbon copies of the 
bills issued by the witness during the period 6th February, 
1971 to 21st March, 1971. The bill for the furpishings sup- 
plied to the first respondent bore the number 8170 and a 
carbon copy of it found a place in the bill book. This bill 
was for Rs. 180 and it was dated 4th March, 1971. There 
were carbon copies of bills Nos. 8167, 8168 and 8169 in the 
bill book which all bare the date 4th March, 1971. The 
aggregate amount of these four bills, namely, Bills Nos. 8167, 
8168. 8169 and 8170, came to Rs. 189.75 and this aggregate 
amount appeared to have been carried to the cash book and 
entered in the credit side under the date 4fh March, 1971 
at page 93 of the cash book. The particulars of this entry 
in the cash book showed that the amount of Rs. 189,75 was 
credited as representing cash received in respect of bills 
Nos. 8167 to 8170, "niis amount of Rs. 189,75 was then 
carried to the ledger at page 15 and credited in the account 
headed “Cash hire in respect of Goods” under the date 4th 
March, 1971. Now, if these entries in the cash book and 
the Ideger arc genuine they would go along way to support 
the genuineness of the bill No. 8170 said to have been 
submitted by Tandon Tent & Furniture House to the first 
respondent. But, we do not think we can, with any degree 
ot conhdence, place reliance on these entries. It is well 
known in book-keeping that it is the cash book which is 
the primary book and the ledger is only a subsidiary book 
which IS always prepared from the cash book at periodic 
intervals We must, therofore, first examine whether the 
entry of Rs. 189.75 in the cash book can bo regarded as 
genuine. This entry in the cash book shows that the amount 
or Ks. IKy,75 Was received in cash on 4th March 1971 in 
respect of bills Nos, 8167 to 8170. That would linean tha" 
the ainoimt of Rs. 180/- in respect of bill No. 8170 was 
received by Tandon Tent & Furniture House from the first 
respondent in cash on 4th March, 1971 But W we Tnnk 

the ‘foot” of‘"hat'’b!n^h endorsement at 

nameh/ 1 an ' showing that the amount of that bill. 

by Bh.™., Ta'ndon irEI;!' U) 

& Furniture House in favour of the first respon^t^ 

to T^d^n Tent”A‘F^‘’> first respondent 

‘ , Furniture House on 7th April 1971 • it 

t w 1° be shown In the cash book 

as having been received on 4fh March 1971 Tt, ft. » -f 
w. look .. ,h, CR, book, i, 
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eye, that the whole of it seems to have been written out 
m the same mk, at one and the same time. We have in the 
course of our experience yet to come across a genuine cash 
book wiitten with sucli neatness, uniformly with the same 
pen and in the same shade of ink over a hundred pages. 

We cannot place any reliance on the entry of Rs. 189.75 
under date 4ih Alaich, 1971 at page 93 of the cash book 
and the coiresponding entry at page 15 of the ledger must 
also likewise be regarded as unichable. It is no doubt true 
that the bill book produced by llhagmal Tandon (RIW 14) 
contained a carbon copy of bill JNo. 8170 alleged to have 
been issued by Tandon fent & hurmture House to the first 
respondent. But we are not at ail satisfied about the 
genuineues.s of this bill. We have already sot out some of 
the reasons why we Imd it difficult to accept this bill as 
genuine. We may add two or three more reasons for taking 
this view. In ihe fust place, if we look at the bill book, 
it is evident that this is the only bill which has been made 
out in hnglish. 'Ihe rest of the bills are all in Urdu, 
Secondly, it is apparent from the receipt tx. R-8-and this 
Bhagmal Tandon (RIW 14) was forced to admit in cioss- 
examination-that the bill number originally written in that 
receipt was ddlcient and it was struck off and in its place 
bill No. 8170 was. mentioned. That raises a certam amount 
of suspicion as to genumeiiess of bill No. 8170. Then again 
it is lather strange that Bhagmal Tandon (RIW 14) should 
have no record m his possession to show which were the 
public meetings at which turmshings were supplied by his 
hrm and what were the daics onwhich such public meetings 
were held. It is also surpilsing that bill No. 8170 sub- 
mitted by him to the first respondent should not mention 
the dales and places of the public meetings at which fur- 
mshings were supplied by his firm. Bhagmal Tandon (RIW 
14) could not even state from memory as to which were 
the places at which the public mectmgs catered by his firm 
were held. He said in his evidence quite unwitimgly that 
he used to receive chits or telephone calls “comaiiung re- 
quirements for the election meetings of respondent No. 1". 
But immediaiciy realismg that he had slipped mto a rather 
inconvenient statement, lie corrected himself by saymg that 
the chits which were received merely mdicated the places 
where the material had to be supplied and it had already 
been agreed as to what he was supposed to supply at each 
public meeting. When asked to produce these chits, he 
stated that they had not been retained by him and were 
destroyed as soon as the final account was made up on 
4th March, 1971. ft may be noted that the version of 
Om Prakash Maken (RIW 1) in this connection was a 
little diflerent. He did not support the story of chits, but 
stated that ‘‘our volunteer used to go and specify the re- 
quirement for each meeting". Then Bhagmal Tandon 
(RIW 14) was questioned whether any receipts were ob- 
tained evidencing delivery of the furnishings to the repre- 
sentatives of the fli’st respondent. He first blundered into 
the statement that be maintained copies but immediately 
resiled from it by saying that he maintained a bound book 
of printed forms and every time that a thelewala went to 
deliver furnishings at a public meeting, he would tear off 
a printed form from this bound book and give it to the 
thelewala to obtain the signature of the person who received 
the furnishings and the thelewala would bring back that 
printed forms duly signed by such person. No copies of 
these printed forms of receipt were however maintained by 
and the originals were torn off by him after the account 
was settled with the first respondent on 4th March, 1971. 
He was then cross-examined with regard to payment of 
cartage charges to the tlidewalas. He stated that he used 
to pay the thclewalas at the rate of Re. 1/- or Re. 1.50 
for each one way trip and thus, according to him, the 
cartage charges c.'iine to about Rs, 3 per each return trip. 
Since the cartage chaiges of Rs, 3 /- per each return trip 
would be a legitimate business expenditure incurred by him 
which he would be entitled to claim by way of deduction 
in his income tax assessment, he was asked whether it was 
recorded in his account books. But he was not in a position 
to show any entries in the account books relating to payment 
of the cartage chaiges and he was, therefore, constrained to 
say that he used to make this payment from this pocket & 
did not record it any where In his books. This is an ex- 
planation which is difficult to swallow. No businessman 
would fail to show in his account books expenditure incurred 
by him in the course of his business which he can claim as 
a deduction in his income tax assessment. We are, therefore 
not at all satisfied that furnishings were supplied by Tandon 
Tent & Furniture House as claimed by the first respondent 


and Bhagmal Tandon (RIW 14) and we cannot accept Sill 
No. 8170 alleged to have been submitted by that first to the 
first respondent as genuine. 

Since, in the view taken by us, the bills of Tandon Tent 
& Furniture House and Agarwal Tent House and the receipt 
of Sainl Electric Works do not appear to be genuine and 
they do not coirectly show the expenses incurred by the 
first rc.spondent in regard to the twenty three public meetings 
admitted by him. it becomc.s necessary for us to inquire 
what were the expenses actually incurred by the first res- 
pondent in connection with the twenty three public meetings 
admitted by him as also nine further public meetings proved 
to have been held in support of his election. Now, except 
in case of two public meetings, one at Tel Mandl on 
19th February, 1971 and the other at Chuna Mandi on 
22nd February, 1971, no evidence was led on behalf of the 
petitioner to show the actual expenses incurred by the first 
in regard to any of these public meetings. Indeed, the peti- 
tioner could not possibly lead any such evidence, because 
what expenses were actually Incurred would be a matter 
within the special knowledge of the first respondent. But 
that does not mean that on the material on record, the 
Court cannot arrive at a reasonable estimate of aU expenses 
incurred by the first respondent, ft is now well settled by 
the decision of this Court in MegraJ Patodia v. R. K, Birla. 
that "if the court comes to the conclusion that an item of 
expenditure has been suppressed in the return of election 
expenses, the more fact that there is not sufficient evidence 
about the amount that must have been spent is no ground 
for ignoring the matter. It 'he duty of the court to assess 
all expenses as best it can and though the court should not 
enter into the region of speculation or merely try to guess 
the amount that must have been spent, it would generally 
be possible to arrive at an amount of expenditure on a con- 
servative basis and where it is possible to arrive at any 
such estimate, such e.stimate amount should be held as not 
shown by the candidate in his election account”, See also 
P. C, P, Raddiar v. S. Perumal.(5) The Court cannot fold 
itj hands and surrender in helplessness because the respon- 
dent refuses to cooperate and as.sist and holds back the 
the relevant information in his possession. The Court in such 
a case is not powerless to arrive at the truth as best as it 
can. The Court can and must, as far as possible, assess 
the amount of expenditure on the basis of the material on 
record when it finds that there is suppression of some item 
of expenditure or the item is deliberately shown as less than 
what must have actually been incurred. Here in the present 
case the first respondent has not only suppressed the items 
of expenditure on nine further public meetings but also the 
items of expenditure on admitted twenty three public meetings 
arc deliberately shown at a much lesser figure than what 
must have actually been incurred, We must, therefore, 
examine whether thoie is sufficient material before us on the 
basis of which wc can arrive at a reasonable estimate of 
the expenses incurred by the first respondent in connection 
with the admitted twenty-three public meetings and the fur- 
ther nine public meetings. 

Now the material before us for estimating the expenditure 
which must reasonably have been incuired by the first res- 
pondent in connection with his public meetings is of two 
kind,s : one consists of documentary evidence in the shape 
of Exs. PW 1511-A, PW 1511-B and PW 15|1-C and the 
other consists of oral evidence of witnesses. Since docu- 
mentary evidence always carries greater weight and assurance 
than oral evidence and it is safer to rest a conclusion on do- 
cumentary evidence rather than oral evidence which may 
sometimes be treacherously deceptive and difficult of correct 
evaluation, we would first examine the documentary evidence 
and see how far it helps us to determine the expenditure 
incurred by the first respondent. The petitioner called in 
evidence Permod Kumar tPW 15) and the documentary 
evidence in the shape of Exs. PW 15/1-A, PW 15/1-B and 
PW 15/1-C was produced by this witness, "rhis witness 
stated in his evidence that he carried on business of hiring 
out furmshmgs and electrical equipment and in course oi 
ms busmess ne "hired out durnes, stage, loudspeakers etc, 
to respondent No. 1 during the election period". He pro- 
duced trom his bill book carbon copies of three bills in 
respect of furmshmgs and electrical equipment hhed out by 
him to the first respondent. One was bill No. 263 dated 
20th February, 1971 for Rs. 368. the other vas bill No 
270 dated 24th February, 1971 for Rs. 414,50 and the third 
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bill No. 271 dated the 24th February, 1971 for 
ks. 360/-. He said that one or two days before the date 
ot the first bill, the first respondent had come to him ac- 
conipranicd by Sat PraLash Makan and one other person 
whose name he did not remember and placed an order 
With him "with lespect to all the three bills" and the fur- 
nishings and clcctiic cQUipmenl mentioned in these three 
bills were supplied by him accoiding to tfie order placed 
by the first icspondcnt and the payment of the aqiounts of 
these three bills was made to mm personally by the first 
respondent. The copies of these three bills were marked 
Exs. 15/1-A, PW 15/1-B and PW 15/I-C. The first res- 
pondent, challenged the genuineness of these three bills and 
the learned Trial Judge left serious doubt about the authen- 
ticity of these three bills and declined to act upon them. 
We do not think the learned Trial Judge was right in casting 
doubt on the genuineness of these three bills. 'Ihcrc is 
absolutely no reason why these three bills should be regarded 
as unwoithy of credibility. Permod Kumar (PW 15) who 
produced and proved these three bills is a completely in- 
dependent witness who has no interest in one side or 
other. It was faintly suggested to him in cross-examination 
that ho was a member of the Jan Sangh and he worked for 
Jan Sangh candidates in the election but this suifgestion was 
stoutly denied by him and in fact there is nothing to show 
that he was in any way interested in the Jan Sangh. It 
was then put to him that he was a partner of one Padma- 
chand Goel who was a member of the Delhi Municipal 
Corpoiation on Jan Sangh ticket. He admitted that there 
was a partnership between him and Padmachand Goel en- 
tered into in 1966 but that partnership was dissolved within 
three or four months after Padamchand Goel became a mem- 
ber of the Delhi Municipal Corporation. It docs not follow 
merely because an erstwhile partner of this witness was a 
member of the Jan Sangh, that he too should be having 
interest in the Jan Sangh, it would be too much to presume 
that a person without any political affiliation cannot have 
any business lelationship with a member of a political party, 
and if there is any business relution.ship, it must be presumed 
that both belong to the same political party, In fact we 
find from the carbon copies of bills Nos. 296 and 297 in 
the bill book Ex, PW 15/1 that this witness supplied material 
on hire even to the Youth Congress which is avowedly a 
Congress organisation. There is absolutely no reason sug- 

? estcd why this witness should have gone to the length of 
abricating false documents for the purpose of supporting 
the case of the petitioner The carbon copies of the bills 
Ex. 15/1-A, PW 15/1-B and PW 15/1-C find place in 
their pioper serial ordci in a bound bill book and it is in- 
deed difficult to appreciate how they could be subsequently 
introduced in the bill book unless of course the suggestion 
be that the whole of the bUl-book was febicated for the pur- 
pose of this case, This was, however, not the suggestion made 
to the witness m cross-examination. In any event we have 
carefully gone through the whole of the bill book which 
is marked E,\. PW 15/1 and we do not find any indication 
in it which might betray that it is a subsequently got up 
bill book. Even the bill-book for the immediately preceding 
period was produced by this witness and it is marked Ex. 
PW 15/2. That bill-book contains carbon copies of bills 
commencing from No. 201 and ending with No. 250 and 
the bio book Ex, PW 15/1 starts from carbon copy of bill 
No. 251 and ends with carbon copy of bill No. 3()0, The 
carbon copies of the bills in both these bill-books appear 
to be quite natural and regular and no valid reason has 
been suggested as to why we should regard them with sus- 
picion. It is no doubt true that it was elecited in the 
cross-examination of this witness that he did not maintain 
any cash-book or ledger or any other account book but that 
is not such an unusual circumstance as to lead us to believe 
that the carbon copies of the bills produced by him were 
not genuine, It is not at all improbable that the only 

iccord which the witness maintained was the bill- 
book, because by the vary nature of his business, the bill- 
book would contain a complete record of the amount of 
hire icceivcd by him. The carbon copies of the bills not 
only show the names of the parties to whom materials are 
given on hire but also the dates and the particulars of the 
items and the hire charges in respect of the same. 
The witness also admitted in cross-examination that 
he did not maintain any receipt books but that 
IS also not at all unusual. One does not need to 

have a regular icceipt book. A receipt can always be given 
on the bill submitted to the customer. Then same minor 
discrepancies were sought to be shown in the carbon copies 


of one or two other bills in the bill book. One was in 
respect of bill No, 256. It was pointed out to the witness 
that bill Nos. 254 and and 255 both dated 15th February, 
X!)71, while biM No. 256 bore date 14fh february, 1971 and 
he was asked how a later bill could bear an earlier date 
that the earlier bills. The witness pointed out that that 

was an obvious mistake and there is no doubt that it was 
so. It is appaicnt from the carbon copies of bills No. 254, 
255 and 256 that bill No. 256 was in continuation ol bills 
Nos. 254 and 255, forming part of one single bill in the 
name of K, K. Bajaj, and since the lalcr two bills bore 
date 15th February, 1971, the former should also have 
been dated 15th Pebruary, 1971, but through some obvious 
error the date came to be mentioned as 14th February, 1971. 
No point can be made of this obvious mistake. Then 
the attention of the witness was drawn to some bills in the 
bill books PW 15/1 and PW 15/2 which were shown as 
cancelled, and there was some cross-examination of the wit- 
ness on this point. But we fail to see how this circum- 
stance is of any help to the fust respondent. It is clear 
fro.ii the bill books Exs. PW 15/1 and PW 15/2 that when- 
ever a bill was cancelled, the original as well as the carbon 
copy were marked “cancelled” or crossed out. Now, there 
is nothing unusual in cancelling a bill if it is found that 
there is some mistake made while writing it out. This 
happens sometime even to the most careful of men and is 
not a circumstance which should be rcgaidcd m any manner 
as suspecious. The important thing is that the originals as 
well as the carbon copies of the cancelled bills are retained 
in the bill books. That would show the regular manner in 
which the bill books are maintained by the witness. There 
are no blank bills in the bill books PW 15/1 and PW 15/2 
which could have been utilised subsequently for the purpose 
of fabricating a bill as of an earlier date. The suggestion 
made in the cross-examination of course was that there were 
blank bills in the bill book PW 15/1 and these were utilised 
for the purpose of making out false bills in the name 
of the first respondent, But this suggestion is wholly un- 
warranted and is not supported by anything in the bill book 
PW 15/1 or PW 15/2. There are only three cancelled bills 
in the bill book PW 15/. They are bills nos. 253, 296 and 
295. It will be seen that none of these three bills is blank. 
Each one of them has been made out in the name of some 
party or the other and then it has been cancelled. The 
same position obtains in regard to bills Nos. 207, 208 and 
229 in bill book PW 15/2. It is apparent in the case of 
some of these bills that they were cancelled because of 
some mistake and then new bills were made out in the 
names of the same parties. Compare, for example, cancelled 
bill No. 229 with bill No, 231, cancelled bill No. 208 with 
bill No, 209 and cancelled bill No. 253 with bill No. 254. 
There is no reason why any blank unutilised bills should 
have been allowed lo remain in the bUl books. That is 
not done by people who maintain their accounts In the regu- 
lar course of buslntss. Permod Kumar (PW 15) could 
not have anticipated on 20th February, 1971 that some 
blank bills might come in handy at a future point of time 
and he should, therefore, leave some blank bills in the bill 
books. It is also difficult to believe that there should have 
been a blank bill No. 263 and again three conti- 
nuous blank bills at Nos. 269, 270 and 271. We 

find it impossible to accept this theory of fabri- 
rication of bills Exs. PW 15/1-A, PW 15/1-B and 
PW 15/1-C by utilising blank bills in the bill book Ex. PW 
15/1. Moreover, there is inherent evidence in these bills 
which Indicates their genuineness. The charge for a com- 
plete stage of 12’ X 10’ .size and 5’ height with chaddar, 
durries and carpets is shown in the bill Ex. PW 15/1-A 
as Rs. 40/. per day. That appears to be quite reasonable 
compared to the ridiculously low figures given in the bills 
of Tandon Tent & Furniture House .and Agarwal Tent 
House. Similarly, the charge for one “loudspeaker service 
with five units and double mike with stand by bettory 
arrangements” is shown in the bill Ex. PW 15/1-A as Rs. 
90/- and for one loud speaker service with eight units and 
double niike with stand-by battery arrangements is shown 
in the bill Ex. PW 15/1-B as Rs, 120/-, while according 
to, the bills of Agarwal Tent House and the receipt of 
Saini Electric Works, it would be only about Rs. 6/- be- 
cause out of Rs. 15/- shown by them, a minimum amount 
of 5/- to Rs. 4/- would be taken up by cartage and 
'ofioor charges and the hire of four flood lights at the RS 
1501- P«r flood light would come to Rs. 6|- . Is it possi- 
ble to believe that In the year 1971 two microphones-cven 
one, we may assume, with five loudspeakers and stand-by 
battery arrangements coupled with the services of an atten- 
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dant to lookafter the unit could be available for Ea. 6/- 
for a period of about four hours in the city of Delhi/ It 
ia an insul to our intelligence to be told that the charge 
would be something as low as Es. 6/- or for the matter of 
that, even Rs. 15. Then again, it may be noticed that the 
bills Ea. P\V 15/1'A and PW15/1'B were In respect of 
hire charges for the material supplied at the public meet- 
ings at Tel Mandi on 19th Pebruary, 1971 and Chun.-i 
Mandi on 22ud February, 1971. Both these public meetings 
were big public meetings which, according to the evidence, 
were attended by more than 2000 people and it is, there' 
fore, quite reasonable to assume that a large number of 
duiries must have been required at each of these two public 
mcctintfs Ha mentioned in the bills Exr, PW 15/1-A and PW 
15/l-B. The bill Ex, PW 15/1-C showing hire charges for 
sets of battery operated loudspeakers for announcing on 
scooter for two days is also quite natural because it is in 
evidence that announcements of public meetings were made 
from scooters and battery operated loudspeakers must have 
been utilised for the purpose. It is significant that the first 
respondent has not shown hiring of battery operated loud- 
speakers from any other party. We are, therefore, satisfied 
beyond doubt that the three bills Exs. PW 15/1-A, PW15/ 
1-B and PW 15/1-C are genuine and they correctly show 
the expenses incurred by the first respondent. 

Now the bills Exs. PW 15/1-A and PW 15/l-B serve 
two purposes. They not only show the actual expenses in- 
curred by the first resprondent in connection with public 
meetings at Tel Mandi on 19th February. 1971 and Chuna 
Mandi on 22nd Feburuary, 1971, but also provide reliable 
material for making a reasonable estimate of the expense 
which must have been incurred by the first respondent in 
connection with other public meetings. The actual expenses 
in connection with the public meeting at Tel Mandi on 
19th February, 1971 was Rs. 350/- according to Ex. PW 
15/1-A and in connection with the public meeting at Chuna 
Mandi on 22nd February, 1971 it was Rs. 400/- as appear- 
ing from Ex. PW 15/l-B. We may err on the side of con- 
servation and take the lesser of these two figures, namely 
Rs. 350/-, as a basis for making a reasonable estimate of 
the expenditure in connection with other public meetings. 
This would mean that there must have been expenditure 
of about Rs. 350/- per public meeting in connection with 
public meeting.s of the type which were held at Tel Mandi 
on 19th Febiuary, 1971 and Chuna Mandi on 22nd Feb- 
ruary, 1971. These were obviously bigger meetings and for 
the smaller ones, the expenditure would be somewhat less 
and we may reasonably estimate it at Rs, 150/- per public 
meeting on a most conservative basis. 


This estimation is amply supported by the oral evidence 
in the case. We do not propose to refer to the evidence 
of all the witnesses examined on behalf of the petitioner 
on this point, because a large number of them were openly 
and avowedly supporters of Jan Sangh and it would not 
be safe to rely on their uncorioborated te.stimony for the 
purpose of founding a charge of corrupt practice against the 
first respondent. But there arc a few witnesses whose evidence 
inspires confidence and we shall discuss their evidence. The 
first witness we must refer in this connection is Chnnni Lai 
(PW 32). Fie was himself a candidate at the election 
sponsored by Congress (O) and figured as respondent No. 3 
in the petition. We have gone through hLs evidence care- 
fully and critically and he has impressed us as a witness of 
truth. It may be noted that though he was a candidate at 
the election, he was not interested either in the Jan Sangh 
or inthe Congress, Being a member of Congress fO) 
he was opposed both to the Congress and the Jan Sangh. 
The evidence he gave was quite restrained and he did not 
indulge in any exaggerated statements. His frankness and 
guijelessness are evident from his admission in cross-exami- 
riation that he was "fond of contesting election for par- 
liament, corporation or metropolitan council”. His pathetic 
statement that all his workers abandon him "one the eve of 
the day of polling” is also quite eloquent of his sincerity 
and truthfulness. He stated in his evidence that the public 
meetings held by the Congress were "shandar”. ‘There used 
to be stage covered with duirics and chandinis, loudspeakers, 
carpets and lights. The stage was made attractive to at- 
tract the people," He frankly admitted that Jan Sangh 
meetings had also the same furnishings and electrical equip- 
ment but stated that “Jan Sangh meetings were not so 
“shandtr" as the Congress meetings". He then depos^ to a 


public meeting held by him in Bara Hindu Rao. He statetir 
that this public meeting held by him was very small but 
even then, it cost him between Rs. 150/- and Rs. 200/-. 
Wc arc inclined to accept this evidence as it appears to 
us to have a ring of truth. Now. there can be no doubt 
that if a small public meeting held by Chuni Lai (.PW 32) 
cost him Rs. 150/- to Rs. 200/-, a much more “shandar' 
public meeting held by the Congress would certainly cost 
anything more than Rs. 200/-. The estimate of Rs. 150/- 
per public mectmg can, theretoxe, salcly be regarded as a 
reasonable estimate. 

We may also refer to the evidence of Dharamvir (PW 56). 
This witness was also an independent witness having no 
interest cither in Jan Sangh or in Congicss. When questioned 
in regard to his association with Jan Sangh he stated em- 
phatically and in clear terms that he was neither a worker 
nor a member of the Jan Sangh. It was suggested to 
him that his brother Jagdish was a Scerfitary of a Mandal 
of Ian Sangh to which he replied that to his knowledge, at 
any rale, during the last six or seven years, his brother 
Jagdish had not been a Secretary of any Jan Sangh Mandal. 
He was also questioned about the political afliliation of his 
brother Jagdish and his answer was that he did not know 
whether his brother Jagdish was a member of Jan Sangh. 
There is nothing to show that this witness had any interest 
in Jan Sangh or that he belonged to the political persuation 
of Jan Sangh. His evidence cannot, therefore, be assailed 
on the ground that he was an interested witness. Now 
this witness cari'ied on business of hiring Shamyanas, fur- 
niture and marriage acccssaiies. He stated that he attended 
a public meeting of the first respondent at Bara Tooti 
Chowk on 22nd February, 1971 the date 22nd January, 1971 
given by him being an obvious mistake — -and at this public 
meeting, he saw a stage big enough to accommodate 25 
to 30 persons covered by durics, chandinis and 2 or 3 c»r- 
pets, 200 durries for people to sit, two or three microphones 
seven or eight loudspeakers and about 30 or 35 big flood 
lights. The stage, according to him, must have been made 
of 24 or 30 takhats and there were three tiers, one above the 
other, In which these takhats were arranged. He then pro- 
ceeded to give the rates of durries, carpets, chandinis, takhats, 
microphones and flood lights. He stated that the normal 
charges were Re. I/- per takhat of the size 6' x 3’ x 1-3/4’ 
Rs. 2/- per chandini of the size of 12’ \ 9’, Rs. 4/- per 
carpet of the size 6' x 9’, 75 paisc per durry of the size 
12’ X 9’, Rs. 1.50 to Rs. 2/- for each flood light and 
Rs. 60/- or Rs. 70/- for the type of mike which he saw 
at this public meeting. He was cross-examined at length 
both in regard to the furnishings which he saw at this public 
rnecting as also in regard tothc rates deposed to by him, but 
his evidence could not be shaken in cross-examination. He 
of course frankly admitted that the rates he had given were 
of medium class goods which he kept in bis shop and the 
rates of third class goods could be lower than those stated 
by him. But when he was shown the bill of Tandon Tent & 
F'uiniture House, he opined in no uncertain terms that the 
rates charged in that bill were low, though it was always 
open to a dealer to charge less if he .so wanted. It may, 
however, be rcmembcicd in this connection that the evidence 
of Bhagmal Tandon (RIW 14) was that the rates charged 
by him were normal market rates. There can. therefore, 

be no doubt that the charges shown in the bill of Tandon 
Tent & Furniture House were not genuine charges but were 
deliberately deflated to suit the convenience of the first res- 
pondent, It may also be noted that the charges of Rs. 60/- 
or Rs. 70/- for the microphones deposed to by this witness 
was not at all challenged on behalf of the first lespondent 
in cross-examination nor was the charge Re. 1.50 or 
Rs. 2/- for each flood light. It is, therefore, apparent from 
the evidence of this witness that the expenditure in connection 
with the public meeting at Bara Tooti Chowk on 22nd Feb- 
niary, 1971 could not have been less than Rs. 250/- and 
that justifles the reasonable estimate of Rs, 150/- per public 
meeting. 


Wc may also refer to the evidence of O. P, BhartI 
(RTW 23) in this connection. This witness was summoned 
on behalf of the fiist respondent and his evidence, therefore, 
assumes some importance. He was questioned in cross- 
examination in regard to what he saw at the public meeting 
of the first respondent at Bara Tooti Chowk which he at- 
tended. He stated that in this public meeting there was a 
stage 20 in length. 10 in width and 5 in height. The stage 
was covered by duriis on the ground in front of the stage. 
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-^y- durries and chaddars. There were two microphones. 
Ihero weie durries on the ground in front of the stano. 
There weie lour or five flood lights on the stage and thep 
were electric bulbs hung at three or four poles. Now, in 
order to make a stage of the size deposed to by this witness, 
it would bo necessary to have at least 30 takhats of the 
size 6' X 3' XE3/4' and that would cost not less than 
Rs. 30/-. The cost of two microphones with loudspeakers 
would easily be in the neighbourhood of Rs. 80/- or 
Rs. 90/-. Then the flood lights and electric bulbs would 
also cost at least Rs. 15/- even on the basis that there 
were only 4 or 5 floodlights and electric bulbs hanging at 
only 3 or 4 poles, which appears to us to be quite clearly 
an underestimate There would also be expense in connection 
with durries and Chaddars. Tt is true that according to 
this witness, the durries In front of the stage would be at 
the most 20 or 25 but we arc not inclined to accept this 
statement, because in a public meeting where there are more 
than 2000 people,, there must be many more durries than 
merely 20 or 25. In fact, Daulat Ram (PW 42) who was 
a Sub-Inspector from the CTD Special Branch clearly stated that 
“there were a considerable number of durries” in the meet- 
ing at Chowk Bara Tooti. The expense in this connection 
cannot be less than Rs. 25/- to Rs. 30/-. And added to 
this would be cartage and labour charges which we may put 
at not less than Rs, 13/-. That would easily take the ag- 
gregate expenditure well above Rs, 150/- even on a most 
minimal basis. We do not, therefore, think that we would 
he uniustified in accepting a conservative estimate of 
Rs. 150^- per public meeting, 


We. threfore, hold that the petitioner has established that 
the first respondent incurred expenditure of Rs. 350/- on 
the public meeting at Tel Mandi on 19th February, 1971, 
Rs. 400/- on the public meeting at Chuna Mandi on 22nd 
Februap,;, 1971 and Rs. 350/- for the two sets of battery 
operated loudspeakers for announcement on scooter. So 
far as the other thirty public meetings In connection with 
the election of the first respondent are concerned, we think 
that on a very conservative estimate, the first respondent must 
be held to have incurred expenditure of Rs, 150/- per 
public meeting and that would make a total expenditure of 
Rs. 4.500/- in connection with these thirty public meetings. 
The aggregate expenditure incurred or authorised by the 
first respondent in connection with the total number of thirty 
two public meetings must, therefore, add up to Rs, 5,600/-. 
But the first respondent showed only an aggregate exirenditure 
of Rs. 800/- In the return of expenses filed by him and 
that would mean that, over and above the expenditure of 
Rs. 800/- shown by him, he incurred or authorised further 
expenditure of Rs. 4.800|- on these thirty two public meet- 
ings held in connection with his election. 


That takes us to a consideration of the public meeting 
at Tdgah Road which was addressed by the Prime Minister, 
So far as this public meeting is concerned, the evidence on 
record is not sufficient to establish that the expenses In con- 
nection vvilh it were incurred or authorised by the first res- 
pondent, There is no reliable evidence on behalf of the 
petitioner to show that this public meeting was held by the 
first respondent or that it was a public meeting held spe- 
cifically in connection with the election of the first respon- 
dent. The evidence does not even go so far as to say 
that this public meeting was held hi the Sadar Bazar Par- 
liaraent.iry constituency from where the first respondent was 
a canitldate. In fact, Govind Ram Verma fPW 19) admitted 
that the place whcie this public meeting was held was in 
Karol B.sgh Constituency, Tt also came out in evidence that 
this public meeting was attended both bv the first respondent 
and T, Sohal Lai and it could not, thcrcfoic possibly have 
been a public meeting exclusivclv in connection with the elec- 
tior7 of the first respondent If it had been CTcliisivcIy an eTec- 
tion meeting of the first respondent, permission for holding it 
would in the ordinal v course haic been obtained bv Dr. 
Ro.shnu 7 ,al, but Dr. Rosh.an Lai clearly stated in his evi- 
dence that he never applied for permission to hold this 
public meeting. It is true that the first respondent spent 
a sum of Rs. 35 for petrol for a scooter which bis wife 
and one Miss Abrol utilised for going round asking women 
voters to attend this public mcctine which was going to be 
addressed bv the Prime Minister, hut that does not neces- 
sarily mean that this public meeting was arranged by the 


first respondent or the expenses in connection with it were 
incurred or authorised by the first respondent. It is quite 
po.ssiblc that even if this public meeting was organised by 
his political party for the purpose of general party pro- 
paganda, the first respondent would make cllorts to persu- 
ade persons within the area of his constituency to attend this 
public meeting as that would indirectly help in his election 
campaign. But on that account alone, without any posi- 
tive evidence pointing in that direction, no responsibility for 
incurring or authorising expenditure in connection with this 
public meeting could be fastened on the first respondent. 
The petitioner pointed out that the first respondent had 
been shifting his stand from time to time as to who was 
lesponsible for holding this public meeting. When Oir- 
dhari Lai Raval (PW. 35) was in the witness box, a sug- 
gestion was made to him in cross-examination on behalf 
of the first respondent that this public meeting had been 
arranged by the District Congress Committee, Karol Bagh, 
but later on the first respondent changed his stand and 
came forward with the case that the Delhi Pradesh Congreas 
Committee was responsible for this public meeting. The 
peti'ioncr contended that this equivocation and uncertainty 
on the part <JE the first respondent in regard to a matter on 
which he, as the then Secretary of the Delhi Pradesh Cong- 
ress Committee, was bound to have definite information and 
knowledge, cast a grave doubt on the truthfulness and 
veracity of the first respondent when he denied his responsi- 
bility for this public meeting. There is considerable force 
in this criticism levelled on behalf of the petitioner. It 
is difficult to understand how the first respondent found 
himself unable to assert definitely whether this public meet- 
ing was arranged by the District Congress Committee, 
Karol Bagh or the Delhi Pradesh Congress Committee. He 
was the Secretary of the Delhi Pradesh Congress Commit- 
tee and he must surely have known as to_ who arranged this 
public meeting, whether it was the District Congress Com- 
mittee, Karol Bagh or the Delhi Pradesh Congress Commit- 
tee. Then why did the first respondent not com© out with 
a positive case right from the beginning ? This docs give 
rise to suspicion that perhaps the first respondent had' some- 
thing to hide from the Court, If in fact this public meeting 
was arranged by the District Congress Committee, Karol 
Bagh, the first respondent could have easily called the Secre- 
tary of that Committee tn prove this fact, Equally, If the 
Delhi Pradesh Congress Committee were responsible for 
this public meeting, the first respondent, who was the then 
Secretary, could have easily produced the records of the 
Delhi Pradesh Congress Committee to show that the expendi- 
ture in connection with this public meeting was incurred by 
that organisation. Tn fact, the petitioner summoned C. L. 
Parvana, Permanent Secretary of the Delhi Pradesh Cong- 
ress Committee, to produce the records in connection with 
this public meeting, but this witness stated that the Delhi 
Pradesh Congress Committee did not maintain any record 
of the meetings addressed by the Prime Minister, If this 
public meeting was arranged by the Delhi Pradesh ^ng- 
ress Committee and the expenditure In connection with It 
was incurred by that organisation, it is difficult to believe 
that no record was maintained by it We cannot escape 
the feeling that (he record was being deliberately kept 
back from' the Court bv C. L, Parvana who came on be- 
half of the Delhi Pradesh Congress Committee. It may 
also be noted tliat through C. L. Parvana was cited as a wit- 
ness on behalf of the first respondent at serial No. 28 in the 
supplementary list of witnesses filed on 4th February. 1972 
and he was summond to come “with record relating to 
election meetings addressed by Smt. Indira Gandhi, includ- 
ing the meeting addressed in Idgah, Delhi”, the first res- 
pondent did not call him in evidence and bring the record 
of the Delhi Pradesh Congress Committee relating to this 
public meeting before the Court, The first respondent, 
thus, failed to show that expenditure in wnncctlon with 
this public meeting was incurred bv the Delhi Pradesh Cong- 
ress Committee or the District Congress Committee, Karol 
Bach. That, however, cannot help the petitioner because 
the burden is on the petitioner to establish that the expendi- 
ture in connection with this public meeting was incurred or 
authorised bv the first respondent and of that, unfortunately 
for the pctltionei. there is no evidence, The expenditure in 
connection with this public meeting at Idgnh Road cannot, 
therefore, be attributed to the first respondent. 

We may now consider the Item of expenditure represent- 
ing printing charges of hand-bills and postera paid to Sood 
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Litho Press and the cost of paper required for the purpose 
of printing these handbills and posters The first respon- 
dent admitted that an expenditure of Rs 100 was incurred 
by hnn m connection with printing of 5000 hand bills con 
taming appeal of the Piirae Minister, by Sood Dtho Press 
and this expenditure was shown by him in his return of 
expenses The eontioveisy, however, was whether this 
amount of Rs 100 paid to Sood I itho Press related only 
to the charges for punting the hand-bills or it covered also 
the cost of p,ipci requiied foi the purpose There was a 
Bill of Sood Litho Press bearing No 798 dated 27th Tebm 
ary, 1971 m inspect oL this amount of Rs 100 and that 
was filed b> the fiisl respondent with the Returning Officer 
along with Ins leturn of expenses This bill was produced 
In court by D B Bharadwaj, CPW 5) from the office of 
the Rctuining Officer in obedience to a summons obtained 
by the pehtiontr When this bill was produced it bore 
an endorsement “complete Prtg etc and immediately below 
that, another endorsement "Printing charges only" but this 
second endorsement appeared scored out The first res- 
pondent did not offer any explanation In his examination 
in-chlef as to how and in shat circumstances the second 
endtorsement ‘ Printing charges only” was scared out In 
fact, he did not say anything in his examination-in-chief 
in regard to this bill of Sood I itho Press It was only in 
cross-examin.ition that he stated for the first time that the 
charges mentioned in this bill included the cost of paper 
He was howeici constrained to admit that it was not stated 
m this bill m so many wolds that the charges included the 
cost of pvipei But he relied on the word “etc ” in the 
first endorsement “complete prtg etc " and contended that 
this word suggested that the charges not only related to 
printing but also covered the cost of paper and it was for 
this reason that the second endorsement “Printing charges 
only" was scored off as inappropriate When it was put 
to him in cross examination that the second endorsement 
“Printing charges only" was scored off by him after ho had 
received the bill, be denied the suggestion and stated that 
the bill came svith the endorsement scored off The case of 
the first respondent therefore was that the second endorse 
ment “Pnnting charges only” was scored off at the time when 
the bill was issued bv Sood Litho Press But this case 
was put foi wai d for the first time in the cross examination 
of th» first respondent When Taufiq Farooql (PW 2), the 
Manager of Sood I itho Press was in the witness box, no 
suggestion was made to him that when he Issued this bill 
he scored out the second endorsement “Printing charges 
only" Taufiq Fnrooqi had brought the Bill Book of Sood 
Litho Press for the Tclevant period and he stated In his 
evidence that he found fiom a copv of this bill which was 
m the bill Book that the bill was ‘ m respect of 5000 hand- 
bills appeal of Smt Indira Gandhi, Complete Prtg changes 
only at the rate of Rs 20 per 1000 for Rs 100” This 
statement of Taufiq Farooql was not challenged on behalf 
of the first respondent in cross examination and it must, 
therefore be accepted that the copy of this bill^ in this 
Bill Book contained the second endorsement “Printing 
charges only” and it was not scored off Now it la difficult 
to believe that when Taufiq Farooql Isued this bill, he 
should have cancelled the second endorsement "Printing 
charges only” on the oiiginal of this bill, but left if un- 
acored off m the carbon copy In fact no such suggestion 
was made to Taufiq Farooqi It was not so stated even 
by a single witness of the first respondent No explanation 
was offered m the evidence led on behalf of the first res- 
pondent unraveling the mystery surrounding the scoring off 
of the second endorsement “Printing charges only” On 
this *tate of the evidence, the conclusion is nrcsistablc that 
when this bill was issued by Sood Litho Press it bore the 
second endoisement "Printing charges only" as did the 
carbon copy produced bj Taufiq Farooqi and this second 
endorsement vas scored off at some subsequent stage 
This conclusion is strengthened and fortified by the fact-that 
the Ink of the line scoring the second endorsement “Printing 
charges only” is of a different shade than the ink of the 
words in the second endorsement Then again, there Is a 
very important circumstance which shows beyond doubt that 
the second endorsement “Printing charges only” was scor- 
ed off at some subsequent stage after the issue of the bill 
TTiis circumstance constitutes a rather disturbing and dis- 
quieting feature of the case The original bill was admit- 
tedly filed hv the first respondent with the Returning 
Officer alone with his return of expenses Before it was 
produced bv D B Bharadwaj fPW 5) the petitioner ap- 
plied inter aln for a certified copy of this bill and he got 


a certified copy of 16th June, 1971 which showed the second 
endorsement' Pnnting charges only’ intact without any scor 
mg The inference is, therefore, inevitable that on Ifith 
June 1971 when a certified copy was issued by the office 
of the Returning Officer, the original bill contained the 
second endoisement 'Printing charges only’ and this second en- 
dorsement was not scored off But when the fiist respon 
dent obtained a certified’ copy on 3rd August, 1971, this 
certified copy did not contain the second endorsement 
at all, which would mean that in the original bill It was 
Scored off There can, therefore, be no doubt that the 
second endorsement “Printing charges only” in the original 
bill was scored off sometime between 16th June, 1971 and 
3rd Aumst, 1971 when the original bill was in the office 
of the Returning Officer We are not concerned to inquire 
as to who was responsible for this unauthorised scoring off 
of the second endorsement That would be a matter for the 
Returning Officer oi other appropriate election authorities 
to investigate and determine But we cannot help mentioning 
that the scoring off of the second endorsement was certainly 
advantageous to the first respondent The first respondent 
contondpd that the second endorsement limiting the amount 
of the bill to printing ch.argcs only was inappropriate, since 
the word ‘etc ’ in the first endorsement suggested that the 
amount of the bill covered not only printing charges but 
also the cost of paper, but this contention is also futile It 
is difficult to see how the first endorsement "complete print- 
ing etc ” can possibly be construed as including thq cost of 
paper It was precisely in order to stave off such an argu- 
ment as this that the second endorsement “Pnnting charges 
only” was made in the bill when It was issued by Sood 
Litho Press It may be noted and this is a very important 
circumstance that when Taufiq Farooqi was in the witness 
box, no question was put to hun on behalf of the first res- 
pondent lequiring him ,o explain what he meant hv llie 
word 'etc and suggesting that this woid was intencd to 
Include the cost of paper There is also another circumstance 
which strongly militates against the contetnlon of the first 
respondent If the cost of paper were included in the bill, 
It would have been shown as a separate item and sales 
tax would have been charged on it as in the case of the bill 
of Kapur Pnnting Press R 18 and the estimate given by 
Prcmchand Grover R6 The absence of Sales tax in the 
bill 18 a clear indication that the cost of paper was not 
included in the amount of the bill We are, therefore, of 
the view that the amount of Rs 100 shown in the bill 
represented only printing charges and did not include the 
cost of paper. The cost of paper utilised in printing 5000 
hand bills containing the appeal of the Prime Minister would, 
therefore, have to be added to the election expenses of the 
first respondent. 


Now this item of cost of paper was suppressed by the 
first respondent and we W'ould, therefore, have to make a 
reasonable estimate of the expenditure incurred on it on the 
basis of the matenal on record There is, fortunately for 
the petitioner, evidence on this point which enables us to 
make a reasonable estimate of the cost of paper which must 
have been utilised in printing these 5000 hand bills Babu 
Ram Sharma (PW 11) stated in his evidence that Sarva- 
deshik Press, of which he was an employee, printed 8000 
hand-bills containing the appeal of the Prime Minister fo- 
the first respondent and these hand-bills were like the docu- 
ment marked A/ 13 which, as deposed to hy Taufiq Faiooql 
was similar to the hand-bills printed by ^od Litho Press 
According to Babu Ram Sharma, four reams were utilised by 
Sarvadeshlk Press for pnnting 8000 hand-bills like A/13 
and the cost of paper utilised for this purpose was Rs. 30 
per ream Now, if four reams were utilised for printing 
8000 pamphlets, if must follow a’ fortioran that the printing 
of 5O0O pamphlets must have required at least two and a 
half reams and, according to the price mven by Babu Ram 
Sharma, the cost of these two and a half reams of paper 
would be Rs 75. It is true that Babu Ram Sharma was a 
witness who was summoned primarily to depose to the print- 
mg of vanous pamphlets and hand bills by Sarvadeshik Press 
for the first respondent and his evidence on that point was 
seriously challenged on behalf of the first respondent, but 
so far as the quantity of paper required for the purpose of 
pnnting hand bills like A/13 and the price of such paper 
were concerned, his evidence was not at all challenged to 
cross-cxaminalton. We can, theiefore, safely estimate the 
cost of paper utilised in printing 500 hand bills by Sood 
Litho Press at Rs 75, being the price of two and a half 
teams of paper at the rate of Rs 30 per ream, 
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Wc must nciw refdr to the second bill of Sood Litho Prcsi 
which was disputed by the first respondent. Tauflq Farooqi 
produced in his examJnation-in-chief a copy of bill No. 
705 dated 18th February, 1971 in the name of "Shri Amur 
Nath Chawla through Shrl J. P. Goel" for Rs. 54/- in respect 
of printing charpcs of posters, hand bill an kitabad. The copy 
of this bill, srhich was marked Ex. PW 2/1, carried at tno 
foot of it an endorsement, namely, “Printing charges only” 
and according to the evidence given by Taiifiq Farooqi it bore 
his initials. Tiiufiq Farooqi admitted that the printing woik 
covered by this bill was undertaken by Sood Litho Press on 
behalf of the first respondent, but, in an attempt to support 
the 1st respondent he started by saying, almost at the com- 
mencement of his examination'in-chief, that he did not know 
the first respondent, though there was no provocation to him 
to do so. We are not prepared to accept his statement that 
he did not know the first respondent. It is apparent from his 
evidence that he was out to favour the first respondent. The 
petitioner in fact apprehended this situation and he, therefore, 
obtained from this witness an affidavit dated 17th August, 
1971 and in this affidavit the witness stated on oath that 
“the original of Annexurcs ‘A’ and ‘B’ mentioned in the elec- 
tion petition and attached to the .same were printed through 
us with our print line ; Shii Amar Nalh Chawla accom- 
panied by Shii J. P. Goal — had given me the orders for 
printing the said annexurcs and the manuscript/subjcct- 
mattcr was handed over to me by the said Amar Nath 
Chawla”. When confronted with this affidavit, he had to admit 
that it bore his signatures on both pages but came out 
with an explanation that this affidavit had been brought to 
him by some Aryasamaji boys headed ^ Mahioder Kumai 
Shastrl and they forced him to sign this affidavit and he accor- 
dingly signed it and give it to Mahinder Kumar Shastri. 
This explanation is, to say the least, puerile. It is difficult to 
believe that this witness should have been forced to sign 
this affidavit by some Arya Saraaji boys headed by Mahinder 
Kumar Shastn. He does not say what was the force used 
by these persons and why he could not resist the use of this 
force and succumbed to it. He was, according to his state- 
ment in evidence, forced to put his signature on this affi- 
davit in his press. But if that were true, he would have surely 
shouted for help because the shop of Sood Litho Press is 
situated on the main road and there are quite a few other 
shops adjoining to it. Moreover, he would have immediately 
complained to his employer Krishan Avtar Agarwal, the 
Ptoprietor of Sood Litho Press, and also lodged a complaint 
with the polite, or at any rate addressed a notice to Mahinder 
Kumar Shastri, but admittedly he did not take any action or 
make any report to my proprietor or anybody else that I 
have been foi'ced to sign this affidavit". This is most unnatural 
and clearly exposes the hollowness of the explanation given 
by the witnefs. We have no doubt that this affidavit was made 
by the witness voluntarily and he know the first respondent 
as well as the fifth respondent but deliberately feigned ig- 
norance in order to srmport the case of the first respondent. 
It is, therefore, clear from the evidence of this witness that 
Sood Gtho Tress carried out printing work for the first res- 
pondent as shown in the bill Ex. PW 2/1. There Is no reason 
to doubt his testimony on this point. If at oil he could, he 
would have tried to help the first respondent, but obviously, 
there betog documentary evidence in the shape of Ex. PW 2/1 
in his Bill Book, he was helpless and he had to depose to it. 
The learned Trial Judge refused to rely on the copy of the 
bill Ex. PW 2/1 on the ground that Taufiq Farooqi, who pro- 
duced it, was an unreliable witness. But he was clearlv in 
error in adopting this approach because, in the first place, the 
copy of the bill Ex. PW 2/1 was documentary evidence 
which did not d^end for its Validity and authenticity on the 
oral evidence of Taufiq Farooqi, and secondly, Taufiq Farooqi 
turned against the petitioner and tried to help the first res- 
pondent, and therefore, any evidence given by him against 
the first respondent could not be regarded with suspicion, W 
was, on the contrary, more credible. It may be noted — and 
this is almost a conclusive circumstances — that there was no 
cross-examination of Taufiq Farooqi in regard to the copy 
of the Bill Ex. PW 2/1. His evidence on this point was not 
at all challenged in cross-examination on behalf of the fiist 
respondent. It was not even suggested to him that the first 
respondent did not get printing work done by Sood Litho 
Press as shown in the copy of the bill Ex. PW 2/1 or that the 
copy of the bill Ex, PW 2/1 was false and fabricated. The 
only question put to Tauriq Farooqi was whether any dec- 
laration was taken by him from any one in connection with 
the printing of the hand bills and posters forming the sub- 


(6) C.A. 816 of 1973, Dec. on August 8, 1974. 
106 G of 1/74—4, 


ject-matter of the copy of the bill Ex. PW 2/1 and his ans- 
wer was in the negative. But that is far from a challenge to 
the printing work shown in the copy of the bill Ex. PW 2/1, 
Merely because no declaration was taken by Sood Litho Press 
from any one in connection with this printing work, it does 
not necessarily follow that no printing was done by them. 
It is not uncommon to find that during elections posters and 
hand bills arc printed without complying with the requirements 
of section 127-A. The reason is, as pointed out by this Court 
in Rahim Khan v. Kliiirshld Ahmed & Ors (6) that “there 
is no agency of the law which takes prompt action after 
due investigation, with the result that no printer or candi- 
date or other propagandist during elections bothers about 
the law and he is able successfully to spread scandal without 
a trace of the source, knowing that nothing will happen 
until long after the election, when in a burden some litiga- 
tion this question is raised, “We may emphasise once again 
that there should be some independent semi judicial instru- 
mentality set up by law, which would immediately investi- 
gate, even while the election fever is on and propaganda and 
canvassing are in progress and the evidence is raw and fresh 
how the offending hand bills and posters have come into 
existence, who has printed them and who is responsible for 
getting them printed for “violations thrive where prompt 
check is unavailable”. As the evidence goes, there being no 
challenge to the authenticity of the copy of the bill Ex. PW 
2/1 and to the testimony of Taufiq Farooqi on this point, 
we must accept the case of the petitioner that the first res- 
ondent got printing work done as shown in the copy of the 
ill Ex. PW 2/1 and incurred an expenditure of Rs. 34 for 
that purpose. 

But as the endorsement on the copy of the bill Ex. PW 
2/1 shows, this expenditure of Rs. 54 was only in connec- 
tion with the printing charges. The cost of the paper utilis- 
ed for the purpose of printing would also have to be added 
in determining the expenditure incurred or authorised by the 
first respondent. Now it is evident from the copy of the 
bill Ex. PW 2/1 that the total number of posters printed was 
3700. Taufiq Farooqi did not state in his evidence as to 
what were these posters printed by bis firm and denied that 
they were the same as the poster Annexure 'B' to the peti- 
tion. But the poster Annexure ‘B’ to the petition clearly 
bears the print-line of Sood Litho Press and since the first 
respondent refused to disclose to the Court what were the 
posters which were got printed by him from Sood Litho 
Press, we would not be unjustified in holding that the posters 
which were printed by Sood Litho Press for the first remon- 
dent were the same as Annexure ‘B’ to the petition. Bahu 
Ram Sharma (PW 11) stated in his evidence that for 
print 1000 posters of the size Annexure ‘B’ 

to the petition, two reams of paper would be re- 

quired and the price of paper utilised in the poster An- 
nexure ‘B’ to the petition was Rs. 50 per ream at the rele- 
vant time. To the same effect was also the evidence of 
Chater Sain (PW 55). There was no cross-examination of 
cither of thes^ two witnesses on this point as regards quantity 
and price of paper. Wc must, thcrefoue, accept this evidence 
and on the basis of this evidence, we can safely conclude 
that the total cost of paper utilised in printing 3/00 posters 
was Rs. 375. The hand bills shown to have been printed in 
the copy of the bill Ex. PW 2/1 were 2000 and again, tqr 
the same reason, we do not think we would be wrong in 
taking the view that they were the same as the hand bill 
Annexure ‘A’ to the petition, because Annexure ‘A’ 
to the petition bears the print-line of Scod Litho 
Press and the first respondent suppressed from the 
Court information as to what were the hand bills printed 
by ^od Litho Press for him. Babu Rom Sharma (PW 11) 
stated that half ream would be required for printing 1000 
hand bills of the size of Annexure ‘A’ to the petition and 
the price of paper used for Annexure ‘A’ was Rs. 30 per 
ream at the relevant time and this statement was supported 
by the evidence of Chater Sain (PW 55). The cost of paper 
utilised in printing 2000 hand bills would, therefore be Rs. 30 
TTius the aggregate cost of paper utilised in printing posters 
and band bills as shown in the copy of the bill Ex. PW 2/1 
would come to Rs. 405, but we may take it at Rs. 300 on 
a very conservative basis. 

We must, therefore, add to the expenditure incurred by 
the first respondent, Rs, 75 being the cost of paper utilised 
in printing 5000 hand bills shown in the admitted bill of 
Sood Litho Press, Rs. 54 being the amount of the bill of 
Sood Litbo Press of which the copy is exhibited as PW 2/1 
and Rs. 300 being the cost of paper utilised for printing 
3700 posters and 2000 hand bills shown in the copy of the 
bill Ex. PW 2/1. 
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lt would thus be seen that the total expenditure proved 
to have been incured or authorised by the first respondent, In 
addition to that shown by him in his return of expenses, adds 
up to Rb. 4,800 + Rs. 75+Rs. 54 Rb. 300, malung in the 
aggregated Rs. 5,229. Now, admittedly the expenditure 
shown by the first respondent in his return of expenses was 
5,415,62, If the further expenditure of Rs. 5,229 is added 
to this admitted expenditure of Rs. 5,415,62, the total expen- 
diture proved to have been incurretl or authorised by the 
first respondent comes to Rs. 10,644.62, and that would be 
clearly in excess of Rs. 10,000 which is the prescribed limit. 
That would be sufficient to invalidate the election of the 
first respondent on the ground of corrupt practice defined in 
section 123(6) of the Act. 


On this view it is unnecessary for us to consider the other 
items of expenditure alleged to have been incurred or autho- 
rised by the first respondent and we do not, therefore pro- 
pose to discuss them, particularly as they are of a debatable 
character. We also do not think it necessary to discuss 
issues 8 and 9 relating to publication of Annexures ‘A’ and 
‘B’ to the petition and oral lepetitions of the allegations con- 
tained in Annexures 'A’ and ‘B’ to the petition at various 
public meetings set out in the perticulars supplied by the 
petitioner. There can be no doubt that the allegations con- 
tained in Annexures ‘A’ and ‘B’ to the petition related to the 
personal character of the petitioner and they were reasonably 
calculated to prejudice the prospects of his election, but it 
is a highly controversial question whether they were publish- 
ed by the first respondent or his election agent by bringing 
out Annexures ‘A’ and ‘B’ to the petition or orally at the 
public meetings and we do not propose to egress any 
opinion on It. It may be noted that the learned Trial Judge 
found, on a consideration of the evidence, that the allega- 
tions contained in Annexures ‘A’ and ‘B' to the petition were 
true, but this finding was seriously attached on behalf of 
the petitioner and it was contended that there was no evi- 
dence at all on the basis of which the learned Trial Judge 
Could arrive at such a finding. There is prima facie con- 
siderable force in this contention of the petitioner, because 
the finding of the learned Trial Judge that these allegations 
were true appears to be based primaiily on the reports of 
the proceedings in the Parliament which are no proof of the 
contents of the allegations made in the course of such pro- 
ceedings and it does seem to be a little difficult to sustain 
it. However, as pointed out above, it is not necessary to 
examine the correctness of this finding and to prenounce upon 
it. 


Since we are of the view that the first respondent is guilty 
of the corrupt practice set out in section 123(6) of the Act, 
We allow the appeal and set aside the election of the first 
respondent. The first respondent will pay to the petitioner 
costs throughout. 


Dated, New Delhi, Sd/- 

October 3, 1974. P. N. Bhagwati J. 

Sd/- 

R. S. Sarkaila, J. 
[No. 82/2/DL/71] 
■ V. NAGAMBRAMANIAN. Secy. 


MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 
Now Delhl-l 10001 , the 30th November, 1974 

S.O. 3199.— In pursuance of claase (ii) of paragraph 3 of the 
Foreigners (Restricted Areas) Order, 1963, and in supersession 
of tho notification of the Government of India in the Ministry 
of Home Affairs No. S.O. 1337, dated the loth May, 1963, the 
Central Government hereby authorises in respect of each of the 
territorial units of the reitricted areas specified in column (1 ) of the 
Schedule hereto annexed, the officer or officers specified against 
it in column (2) therof to issue permits under the said para- 
graph to foreigners entering into or residing in any restriclod 
area within the territorial unit, or tho restricted area,as the case 
may be. 


SCHEDUtE 


Territorial unit or restricted Designation of Officer 
area 



State of Assam . . (1) Secretary to the 

Government of Asrani, 
Passport Department. 


(2) Deputy Secretary to 

tho Government of 

Assam, Passport De- 
partment. 

(3) under Secretary to the 
Government of Assam, 
Passport Department, 

(4) Deputy Commissioner, 
Gaubati, 

(5) Trade Adviser and 
Director of Movements, 
Government of Assam, 
Calcutta. 

State of Meghalaya , . (1) Chief Secretary to the 

Oovemment of Me- 
ghalaya, 

(2) Secretary to the 

Government of Me- 
ghalaya, Passport 

Department. 

(3) Deputy Secretary to 
tho Government of 
Meghalaya, Passport 
Department. 

(4) Under Secretary to 

Government ot Me- 
ghalaya, Passport 

Department. 

(5) Deputy Commissioner, 
Khasi Hills, Shillong. 

(6) Deputy Commissioner, 
Garo Hills, Turn. 

(7) Deputy Commissioner, 
Jaintia Hills, Jowai. 

(8) Trade Adviser and 
Director of Movements, 
Government of Me- 
ghalaya Calcutta. 

(9) Liaison Officer, Gover- 
nment of Meghalaya, 
Calcutta. 


State of West Bengal , . (1) Joint Secretary to the 

Government of West 
Bengal. 

(lA) Under Secretary to 

the Government of 

West Bengal, Home 

Department, 

(IB) Assistant Secretary to 
the Government of 

West Bengal, Home 

Department. 

(2) Deputy Inspector Gene- 
ral of Police, Intelli- 
gence Branch. C.l.D,, 

Government of West 
Bengal. 
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(l) 


( 2 ) 



(3) Deputy Commissioner 
of Police, Security 

Control, Calcutta. 

stile of Tripjra 

(1) Under Secretary. Home 
(Political) Department, 
Passport Branch. 


(2) Under Secretary, Home 
(Police) Department. 

Jaldapara, Darjeeling 
(West Bengal) 

■] (1) Every Diplomatic or 

( Consular authority 

I attached to any Indian 

J Mission outside India. 

Manas, Kaziranga, ") 
and Jorhat (Assam) I 
Shillong (Meghalaya) J 

gauhati (2) Forigners Regional 

Registration Officer, at 
Bombay, Delhi and Cal- 
cutta and Chief Immigra- 
tion Officer, Madras. 

Darjeeling (West Bengal) 

. Immigration Officers at 
the immigration check- 
posts at the airports at 
Bombay, (jalcutta, 

Madras and New Delhi. 


[No. 11013/3/74-F. I] 


R.A.S. MANX, Deputy Secy. 


«ft^ fwnr) 

8 'IT»7;TT, 197 4. 

WOWTJ3200 — 1901 ( i96i <»t 43) <ifI[«rRr 
2 % *¥ ( 44 ) ( 3 ) sm 'PT gt^, 

MY ^ 0 ^^>1 < *^r 

1^, -jiKT *rfM^«nT ^ tt wfirntt 8?! ^rfwff 
■pr infri 8n?r % Jrrftri^ | 1 


2. The appointment of Shri R. S. Chauhan made under 
Notification No. 322 (F. No, 404/131/7MTCC), dated llth 
November, 1971 is hereby cancelled, 

3. This notification shall come into force with effect from 
the date Shri A. K. Shukla takes over charge as Tax 
Recovery Officer. 

[No, 744 (F. No. 404/1 10/74-ITCC)] 
21 W=F^, 1974 

Wo wto 3201 XTFW: wfirirfinT, 1961 (l961 

W 43) tfl tTRT 2 ^ 1T»S ( 4 1) ^ (iii) im 

wfimf W HtfFr trTTt gr, tlt,8>K ^lo 1^0 ^ 

MYt fto jflo txmoTTor w, MY •grot ut+r % xRprfiRr wftmrY 
|fi 38T wfuffnitT enfY^ 8 r «t<jMY xrfuwfYtff 8>Y vilVdoY w 
JUTfiT ttM fktr^ mlwtT XRtiY i 

2 . tfo 130 (wo Wo 404/1 2 5 / 70 - 4 rrt MY MY 

MY) 3 RW, 1970 XiYt trfug^WT Mo 226 (Wo Wo 

404/86/7 i-wtM my my MY) wiftig- 21 1971 % wMYw 

MY wf WWW: wMMY MYo MYo fnrr wYt wro aYo [MY 

Tf MY wfY I I 

3. wf wfti^[wwr 13W wtMIw M fwwMY wMMY 

MYo wo ^ wYt MYo MYo Ywwxwpt 8r wftnprfYMY M 
WT w wM-wr wwrm I 


[Mo 760 (Wo Wo 404/260/74-mf fY MY MY)] 
MYo wrco wwwTw, ww wfHw 


New Delhi, the 2l8t October, 1974 

S.O. 3201, — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (iii) of Clause (44) of Section 2 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
authorises S/Shri B. J. Buch and V.B. Reshamdalal, who 
are Gazetted Officers of the Central Government, to exercise 
the powers of Tax Recovery Officers under the said Act. 


2 . wrffg;wffr Wo 322 (Wo Mo 404 /i 3 i/ 7 i-wit ^YMYMY), 
wiMYar 11 - 11-1971 % wtfYw MY wf MY wro i(wo MY^ MY 

Mr wtMY t I 

3. 1T5 wfw^r mfrw MY ^ fMw wrtYw My 
My 1(0 Mo affw VK w^MY wftrwfY M w M 8 tM-wr wgw 
wMtl i 

[Mo 744 (wo wo 404 /iio/ 74 -wTt MY MY MY) 


2. The appointments of S/Shri C. V. Menon and R, V. 
Bhatt made under Notification No. 133 (F. No. 404/125/70- 
ITCC), dated 3rd August, 1970 and Notifleatiou No. 226 
(F. No. 404/86/71-lTCC), dated 21st July, 1971 respec- 
tively are hereby cancelled. 

3. This Notification shall come Into force with effect 
from the date S/Shri B. J. Buch and V. B. Reshamdalal take 
over as Tax Recovery Officers. 

[No. 760 (F, No. 404/260/74-nCC)] 
T. R. AGGARWAL, Dy. Secy. 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

New Delhi, the 8th October, 1974 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 3200. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (iii) of Clause (44) of Section 2 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961, (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
authorises Shri A. K. Shukla who is a Gazetted Officer of 
the Central Government to exercise the powers of a Tax 
Recovery Officer under the said Act. 


foMY, 23 WWWR, 1974 
MYwr 

8(t°Wto 3202 — MYwT MYWT fwww wfilfWlTW, 1956 
(i956 w 3i) MY tnrr is Mrww-erRt ( 1 ) irt stw wfMwwT 
84 wMtw 8RW gn, M-sYw wtwr My MYo MYo M rtft 

■R MY MYo MYo jTRTTiff Mr wftRRw iw W8Ft fRMY 
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4 ^ «ITOr ^ Pm IT^TT^R' % TTJIFT ftW 

iSt tfo iCTo wo 1532 19 iTf, 1973 *r ftw- 

Rrftra' rftr 4«i1«<T 'PTTfr wsrf?!- — 

if, Rii (2) ^fff wiir frnrpOT nW^CTf %■ 

^«rR TT, pTwPrPrr mr 

rffo ifto 

fftT/s, qmn 91^, 

I 

[4 89 ( 9 )-^^ 2 - 74 ] 

Tf Pfml, 

^[To WTO 3203, — TfJSf ^^TofT W ^{5 oftfiffM sffiTT RfWTT ^ 
TTT ^ ^VfT^ wPwr (if^ gf^) OtRt if rtw 

W«rfff : — 

3 1 W#, 1 9 73 W fflfTW ^1% WT^ spr T ^ Wr^f ('T^ 

jrrfww 


New Delhi, the 23rd November, 1974 
INSURANCE 

S.O. 3202. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 17 of the Life Insurance Corporation 
Act, 1956 (31 of 1936) the Central Government hereby 
appoints Shri D. B. Kulkarni as a member of the Tribunal 
vice Shri B. O. Murdeshwar and makes the following fur- 
ther amendment in the notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue 
and Insurance, No. S.O. 1532, dated the 19th May, 1973, 
namely: — 

In the said notification, for item (2) and the entries re- 
lating thereto, the following shall be substituted, namely;-- 

“Shri D. B, Kulkarni, Member, C-I/5, Pandara Park, 
New Delhi". 

[No. 89 (9) -Ins. n/74] 

2 5 1974 

sfPrr 

4Tr 9 ^ trjnriir 4, 3 1 rtw, 1973 Tf ^ 

ftw R Ptwtff Jpff TWTT ttf rtw pTm gwr BTlftlTT ’FTtf) 


sr^nr) ywfjfi PiftT if snw ttw Twr it Prwtft Tpfr mRt w 




TWT RT^, 1973^*W 

cmwfT^fFtPr 


■fwr W, 19 73 ^f*fT 

mr fETpT 


1 


2 


3 


4 


6 


^0 

1 ^irr * 1 , 10 , 00 , 000.00 * 5 , 00 , 21 , 237.70 

sfrtwnr 

2 . ^s^rfftpr 

^ai[T*n RfWTT % 9 fT 

8(iti) w m 

Wet if *ffirR i 


?ro 

1 ^ @2,49,010.44 @3,41,328.28 

(tnjtfr 31^) #liTT 
tflWTT ^ faiffpJriT 
tpiTt if wrtrPiT srw 

2. 4tt 8 (vii) % 

'jflPitf 

(Tr^fr^ttfR) 5h4fPTT 
TfnpTT ^ wiln 
TtfrifT ^ i 

3 8(iii) %WdMtr 
'WPpff >i?t gr: trr- 
aPm i I 

4 farPta-siPT . , ] 5,000,00 

5. rfffwtrft ift whfft 

e. 43 t 8(iv) % 
of h I W PpRPT 


1,10,00,000.00 5,00,21,237.70 2,49,610.40 .3,56,328. 28 

*W fTpR if 1972-73 72,89,768. 74 ip) TWh ttfffipT tit rpft ^ I 

*1972-73 4?) 7 6, 1 5, 828.48 ‘oraoi ^rr 1873-74 lit Wttiit fqnrr I 

(Sa'pjRT ^ wriff Tr^rfOTf if TRrfPT 2,25,ooof'o ifi- trfw fr if ^ | i ^ 1973-74 ^ wpJ w 

ftiTirr amFff 1 

ffji ; — 1972-73 if w? 'Wf if fm Rdmh <Hv^ tfrf tfnfT f43tT>f rfo ,55( 1 ) ^ 7 * 11 - 1/74 Htak' 20-5-74 % wprn: nrfrifijiWT, 
ifrjia CM 34 ^ 'fTFrfwf ’Ft (TO'rftpn arTw) mff 41 iTtf^ 1972-73 w ^ ^ 'pnyr tpprr 97^01 rf@ ftniT 

w tm I K , TTjffFr ■cfUf^r Tf •rmpw fatpiftwi w wrriTFr imn wV 31 riw, i974WfnffW5FrmTmTif spr^^'iif 

wmtf'F fpffRfNpf ^ frw filin' 1 

fmo fio 55(i)^T'fiT-l/74] 

wxo ^1“ fi^HR ffiisr^r 
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Deptt. of Revenue and Insurance 
New Delhi, the 25th Nov., 1 974 
(INSURANCE) 

S.O. 3203 , — In pursuance of paragraph 9 of the Scheme of War Risks Insurance of Marine Hulls, the Central Cosemn-ent hereby 
publishes, as follows, an account of the sums received into and paid out of War Risks (Marine Hulls) Rc-insurance Fund during the year 
ending with the 31st March, 1973, namely 


Account of the sums received into and paid out of the ‘War Risks (Marino Hulls) Rc-insurance Fund' during ihe year ending with 
31st March, 1973. 

Receipts 


Expenditure 

Amount 

P rogress of 

Receipts upto 
the end of 

Match, 1973 

Amount Progress of 

Ex pendlture 
upto the end 
of March, 1973 

1 2 

3 

4 5 6 


I , Insurance Premium *1,10,00,0(X),00 ♦5,00,21,237.76 (I ) Administrative Expnses (<7 2,49,610.44 (a 3,^1,328.28 

of the Ageents employed 
for War Risks (Marine 
Hulls) Insuiance Sche- 
me. 


2. Advance from the Consoli- 
dated Fund of India under 
paragraph 8(iii) of the War 
Risks (Marine Hulls) Re- 
insurance Scheme. 


(2) Payment of Liabilities un- 
der the War Risk (Marine 

Hulls) Reinsurance Sche- 
me under para 8 (vii) 

(3) Repayment of Advances 
made under Prra 8(iii) 

(4) Misc. Expenditure .. 15,000.00 

(5) Refund of Premium 

(6) Sunts disposed of in ac- 
cordance with para 8 
(Iv) 


1,10,00,000,00 5,00,21,237.76 2,49,610 44 3,56,328.28 

•The amount of Rs. 72,89,768.74 for the year 1971-72 is included in this amount, 

•The balance of Rs. 76,15,828,48 for the year 1972-73 will be transferred to the year 1973-74. 

(g\ sum of Rs. 2,25,000 pertaining to payment of liabilities under the Scheme is included in this amount. This will bo transferred to 
the correct head in the accounts for 1973-74, 

Note : Soms discrepancies in the Proforma Accounts for 1972-73 were pointed out to the Office of the Accountant General, Ontral 
Revenues vide Ministry of Finance Etepartment of Revenue & Insurance letter No, 55(1) Ins. 1/74 dated 20-5-1 974 but these 
c Juld not be carried out as the accounts for 1972-73 had been closed. Office of theA.G.C.R. will reconcile these discrepan- 
cies and carry outthe necessary adjustments in the Pro-forma Accountsforthoyearendig31stMrrch,1974. 

[F. No. 55(l)-lns. 1/74.] 

R.K. MAHAJAN, Director (Insurance). 


SWT ^ finiTPI 
19 1974 

4IT^^ W1O3204, — fow 12 i974%sTrer trrt.K 

^ TRTO ^RFlII 3(11) % (fjpiff irsppTfilPT) 27 MutT 
1974 411 rnrrajTi ^ Rn few tfer fenw 
% 47441^1 ferrvr % feHRiftw vjfe ^ iifl i 
Ijec 2903 Tt: sfe: RTfsTT — (w) 44?r 

4? Pca l' -fe t il fefe’ ^ >14^0 17, 27,48,000 4i) ^4 

1 1,27,48,000 4^ ^ I 

237/4-74/75] 

((tut V 

(Department of Accounts and Expenditure) 

Bombay, the 19th November, 1974 

CORRIGENDUM 

S.O. 3204. — In the statement of Affairs (published in 
Hindi) of the Reserve Bank of India Banking Department 
for the vveek ended 27th September. 1974 published in 


Part If, Section 3(ii) of the Gazette of India dated 
J2th October, 1974, the following Corrigendum may be 
noted. On page 2903 the figures Rs. 17,27,48,000 shown 
under the head Loans and Advances to (b) i.e. ( ) 

’Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank Debentures’ 
may be read as Rs. 11,27,48,000. 

[Ref. Gen, No. 237/4-74/75] 
Illegible 

P. Chief Accountant 

i}f4Pr PT»mr 

4 ^ faWfe 18 s, 19 74 

wtBT 3205 Rrfemsrfsrfenr 1949 ( 194944 10) 4 ?! 

EOTT 53 BJtl H4Tr vrfVPTl 44 SfifW 4fer fti %r!ft7T ITX4.R, fex^ 

44t rf?; Tfyin 4fl Rmfer ir, jra sfifer 4 r^ | r4i im 
srftifeFT 4fl siiri 9 % tPmfe (tTT^sr 4WTTr) if finnr 

^41 feo, *['1^4 BRT tfl 4W4T Wife (#10 l(Wo if 832 ^ 

m) ir, 1344 ffe tt 5 *i4^, 1974 44 1 

[Ro 15(24)«flo mo/ 3/74 

nfer 
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(Depaitment of Banking) 

New Delhi, the 18th November, 1974 

,S,0. 3205.— In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
53 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the 
Central Government on the recommendation of the Reserve 
Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisions of Section 


9 of the said Act shall not apply till the 5th October 197^, 
to the Vijaya Bank Ltd., Manralore, in respect of the Im- 
movable property (plot of land bearing T.S. No. 832) held 
by it at Mangalore (South Kenara). 

[No. 15(24)-B,0. III/74I 
M. B. USGAONKAR, Under Secy. 


1974 

a!T» WTO 32 0 6 — WTE tflUT 1 934 % tTfrOT Jf 1974 *1?) 15 Orftar tfllT^ 

f*r»TnT) 




tfWTT i) tflr 


jri(l nlc 


26,45,05,000 


6127,65,60,000 


__ tai fap Tl ^ 

{v) *r r«T ytir is2,s2,e8,ooo 
(«) rffitT *rri[T tst jtrr 

STfif^irt 141,73,97,000 




arOw 1 20 *r 4 «n:, 1974 


6134,10,65,000 

5f)r . 

TT firm 

siTOT tn?riT aD tiw 

^ PTPm ftTT nh 

alfsisfl-T?! 

6154,10,65,000 JW Wlfttmt 


324,26,63,000 

14,49,27,000 


5813,34,73,000 


6154,10,65,000 


rr^To ^'T^rrT'T, 


isR^tmrr, 1974 a?) 1^4 m 'tPun % fftm Prirr^ 4 : tt 


1 

2 

3 

4 


5,00,00,000 

>f)r ..... 

26,45,05,000 

fiftT , ' 4 

150,00,00,000 

¥1^ TT fttwi .... 

4,98,000 

771 ^ FPt ((O^ibKrfl-f STET+T ) Wtr 

284,00,00,000 

^stdT . t • • 

4,19,000 

Tis^ ^ (fFTO’pmr) fJtfir 

95,00,00,000 

Wf)4*flT*IiTrt’*T^fwtT: — 


tflifiHiy iisTi (fr^rmhr Prfw 

265,00,00,000 

(*f7) 

104,89,37,000 

4l6Kir«l4l : — 


(v) Mrfr 


(ar) tlTTR) 


(*r) trwrf) wmr fw^ 

622,54,95,000 

(1) 4:^ ^n?pn: . . , . 

59,86,20,000 

(4441) if JXTT StTPtT* . 

587,24,50,000 

(2) Tm trtarrt .... 

6,94,50,000 

fH4t :♦* .... 

445,64,59,000 

(qr) 

(i) 

608,34,94,000 

^ sfk wflnr :~ 

(i) (twtt vr . 


(ii) TpHf 654.1O 447 

15,06,73,000 

(ii) Tm 6 <»t 0 aftj 

75,10,30,000 

(iii) Tun w^^rrf) 4^7 . 

1,50,64,000 



(iv) spq- 447 ... . 

1,55,11,000 

(i) xi^)5((^m1ir»i»447aff47rx 

58,10,00,000 


(ii) Tm^i^fTR) W) afrx X 

(iii) ^(iitf aft . 

fiV Tipir (4)si47P#T tm#*T) (*rfs ir 
^C»T, ttfinr tftt (4441 
(47) icT tfrt nftnr : — 

(i) tjair n csii Oi 47) . 

(ii) THtr fl^47rf) 44ff 47) 

(iii) 4r!^hT 4^ 4ft . 

(iv) ffffr 571)441 Pi 9 6 ^ 

305,99,53,000 

1 1.44.64.000 

67,81,59, 000 

14.42.21.000 

63,50,00,000 
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J 


2 


3 


4 


(n) «PT 






S29,l 2,71,000 (w) ^ 

141.73.87.000 TPS^m ypT (FE'OtTTII ) ftfir ^r ^WTir 

wH wfinr 

tfjit iTfTETft trt ifl flV ^ifinr 

^'*r ( inr^E" ) l+ifii 

034. 55. 67. 000 (t) fifWTTT >t?r ^ wlt WftJT 

(w) <f: sm Tfift Tit ^tfl/ 

frtwft ir 

VH .... 


1 1 , 10 , 98,000 


47 , 35 , 77,000 


234 , 78,7 1,000 


121 , 13 , 01,000 


2797 , 70 , 37,000 


¥1^ 


2797 , 70 , 37,000 


* Eirfl, ^rPdvT w tfk wwioMY n iiftwftnrt mflm 1 1 

**TTi!^l7fif T(i;ar (iMn^ srait’i) fTfET (ftr: Tpt^ ijVBrtw Tr>r (^V4nr4t0 n^) fiifa' Jr ?r W Priur wrUr^ :r^ fr i 

fiPr (fr^finfw ir^) PrfBr Jr ir^ ^ tftr wUw wifror in^ t i 'n ?5 tojit rrwrt ^ >74 irpnifl sftirrjTTT 

»nr*rH ?[ I 

XfT3r4 WT9! tftiTT wfffPpTir, ifl onT i7(4)(>r) % triftiT Tit^Jn 4iFf ^ EtTnrt firrf tt ^rftrir 144 >t4 24 , 10 , 00,000 

^e 4 wrfiTiT ^ I 

'i«''r (414^1^110 imk) Prftr *(Vr Ti«^r^ ff4 ^ (f«ifr^7riT) fjrfg Jr irror ^ aRte mPrir in^ IJ 1 

mfr^r : 20 4^4^^, 1974 

iTiro 'JTTsrr'rJT, »it4x i 
[rto>po 10(1 )/74-4towro 1 ] 
■To Tio jfhfT'^nfl, trwT fjPrw 


RESERVE BANK OF INDIA 
New Delhi, the 22nd November 1974 

S.O. 3206. — An Account pursuant to the RESERVE BANK OF INDIA ACT, 1934, for the week ended the 13th day of November 1974 

(Issue Department) 


LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

Rs. 

ASSETS 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Notes held in the Banking 



Gold Coin and Bullion 1 — 



Department 

26,43,03,000 


(a) Held in India 

182,52.68,000 


Notes on circulation . 

6127,65,60,000 


(b) Held outside India 



Total Notes issued , 


6154,10,65,000 

Foreign Securities , 

141,73,97,000 





Total . 


324,26,65,000 




Rupee Coin . . . , 

Government of India Rupee 


14.49.27.000 




Securities . . . , 


5815,34.73,000 




Internal Bills of Exchange and 






other Commercial paper 



Total Liabilities . 


6134,10,65,000 

Total Assets .... 


6154,10,65,000 


pated the 20th day of November 1974. 


S. Jagannathan 
Governor. 
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Statomcnt of the Affilrs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 15th November 1974. 


liabilities 

Rs, 

ASSETS 

Rs, 

Capital Paid Up 

5.00,00,000 

Notes 

Rupee Coin 

26,45,05,000 

4,98,000 

Reserve Fund ... , . 

150,00,00.000 

Small Coin 

Bill Purehased and Discounted : — 

4,19,000 

National Agricultural Credit 


(a) Internal 

104,89,37,000 

(Long Term Operations) Fund 

284,00,00,000 

(b) External 

— 



(c) Government Treasury Bills 

622,54,95,000 

National Agricultural Credit 
(Stabilisation) Fund ..... 

95,00,00,000 

Balances Held Abroad^ ..... 
Investments*^ 

587.24.50.000 

445.64.59.000 



Loans and Advances to : — 


National Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund 

265,00,00,000 

(i) Central Government .... 

(ii) State Governments® . . . , 

Loans and Advances to ; — 

73 . 10 , 30,066 

Deposits : — 


(1) Scheduled Commercial Bankst 

58,10,00,000 



(li) State Co-operative Bankst7 

305,99.53,000 

(a) Government 


(iii) Others 

11,44,64,000 

(1) Central Governniint 
(ii) State Governments 

59,86.20.000 

6,94,50,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments from Nationa 
Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) 
Fund 


(b) Banks 


(a) Laons and Advances to : — 

(i) State Governments 

67,81,59,000 

(i) Scheduled Comnercial Banks 

603,24,94.030 

(11) State Co-operative Banks . . 

611) Central Land Mortgage Banks . , 

14,42,21,000 

(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative 

Banks 

15,06,73,000 

(iv) Agricultural Refinance Corporation . 
(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank 
Debentures 

63,50.00,000 , 

11,16,98,000 

(iii) Non-Scheduled State Co-operative 
Banks 

1,50,64,000 

Loans and Advances from National Agricultural 
Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 


(iv) Other Banks .... 

1,55,11,000 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative Banks 
Loans, Advances and Investments from National 

47,35,77,000 

(c) Others 

529,12,71,000 

Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) 
Fund 




(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 
Bank 

234,78,71,000 

Bills Payable. 

141,73.87.000 

(b) Investment in bonds/debentures issued by 
the Development Bank . , , . 


Other Liabilities 

634.55,67,000 

Other Assets 

121,13,01,000 

RUPEES 

2797,70,37.000 

RUPEES 

2797,70,37,000 


♦Includdes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-teim Securities. 

••Excluding Invojtmctits from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund. 

@Excludlng Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) 

Fund, but Including temporary overdrafts to State Governments. 

+ Includes Rs. 24,19,03,003 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17(4) (c) of the Reserve Bank 
of India Act. 

tt p* -ludlne Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund end the National Agricultural 
Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 


Dated the 20th day of November 1974, 

S. Jagannanthon, Governor 
[NO.F. 10(l)/74-BO.I] 
C. W. MIRCHANDANl. Under Secy. 
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2 4 <1 19 7 4 

fit. WT. 3207. — ITT-TT Prarr, 1957 %PTW LIT "It ( 2) 
rrtr TOT iffftrRff w hjtI't TiT^t jftu ttitt 

ft It ipiir tttMV ^ ( 2) if f'TPrfe 

TTftmff ^ HTTTf % ^ IRFqTRf 

if f^I^f^^'c TTRT-TT Tn^rft ^ ^1419 ^ 

( 1 ) fWT TH^RTf, •3R^ TTnWir TTTT- 

ifMf, Mrrf TfV?- srf^Tifr; 

( 2 ) fm 'flT’ffTTft wf if, ^ TRiFTTf iT%r, ThTTf; 

( 3 ) ( 1 ) if ir f^TT TTffTwrfirat, ttYt: 

( 4 ) TT TRTTT tY TT^TT^f tTlff^ >fft JrTTPnjPTnTRr 

Tftrrrd % ?Rift tt tptt tTitt i 

irfr wiftr if 'TTwfY TTifr^' if ’prFfr iff TrfiR- 
ftTTT ?TTTT! HhT^, ^rfiRft, *^(OI'T, <sn4 4l3< 

w^, Ruff'fd ifk Tftfor, trt Tffr ssfiTT 1^^, iifrWf 

*fk JRlfTm ^ fen TlFufr lTT ^ t I 
Tnr^ 



TtihT xiruTrCf 

vpt-'Rxn^ 

1 

2 

3 

1 . 

TOsff ^0 ITT0 jrrsTYiff, wnT-TT ^tfarrff. 

TR^T, I, II, flYt 

in 

2. 

,, ^0 ^0 »pW, Wnr-Tt WftTTRf, 

-WfTT- 

3. 

,f ^0 ^^0 ^rPT“'TiX , 

-iRffTT- 

4. 

,, ijo t^o (am if, erPT-TT »ifHTT(t 

-h«ft 4 T- 


[Tfo 8 I/ 74 /TT 0 TTO 328/208/74 if (whTT)] 


CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 24th September, 1 974 

S. O. 3207, — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sulH-rule (2) of Rule 3A of the Wealth-tax Rules, 1957, 
the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby direct that 
every Valuation Officer specified in column (2) of the Table 
Moroded here to shall perform the functions of the Valuation 
Officer In respect of : 

(1) Stock shares, debentures and Securities of companies 
with theE registered offices ; 

(,ii) Shares, in partnership firms with their head offices; 

(Hi) Securities, other than those mentioned in column (i) and 
situated; and 

(Iv) Business assets of business caried on, in the areas within 
the territorial jurisdiction of Commissioners of income- 
tax specified In the corresponding entry to column (3) 
of the Table. 

Explanation; — In this order 'business assets’ includes goodwill 
but does not include immovable property, agricultural lands, 

106 GI/74— 5 


plantations, forests, mines and quarries, machinery & plants 
jewellary, works of art and life interest, reversions and interest 
In expectancy. 


TABLE 


S. No. Valuation Officer 

Commissioner of Income- 
tax 

I 2 


3 

1. O.S. Bajpai I.T.O. . 

Kanpur, 

I, n & III 

2. K.K. Shukla LT.O. . 

-do- 


3. P.N. Pathak I.T.O. . 

-do- 


4. A.S. Trlpathi. I.T.O. 

-do- 



[No. 81/74/F. No. 328/208/74/WT(Sharosj 


>Tf ftwff, 25 ftRFTT, 1974 
HT-TT 

^0 mo 3208. — 'JTTf ^ Trff Ro 

75, trrftw 30 WIRT, 1974 WftrrhT TT?f gll HT-TT PTOR, 
1957 % PtTiT 3T ITTT TOT iirfTraf TT gntn JT. 
SpaWT-SR ^ Mw %tTT ^ fr w ^ ^ITTJff % PtrcR 

(2) ffPtPrfrsi ijFiitTR nfiiTnff, tjwtrr xtftmff 

xffr tigi ' h T tTftiTrd’, tpriff ^ RTt»r ( 3) *f ftdlw 

xffr ;3TT TTOiifr ( 4 ) if fPr srf^ if ftPrfei 

sfsff if ftriT wrferiff ^ xrfttTrff ^ fwf 

TT alvtd T?irT 


WrcmftiTfT 
^0 *7^ TFT 

WlfVflql' TT4sf 


1 2 

3 

4 

1 . fTTt iJwfjpR 


TTTTtT TR+rrx, TRUKT- 

trRirrff (hkOhO 

TftjtT, ftren 

R T? flR^ ^ 


iJiW, pTtrffxfcT 

^ 5IT-’'FT ^i^vi ^0 


ITTT hVrufPfTT, 

24/74/Tr» tfo 329 / 86 / 


20 5TTViM 

7 4 TT-TiT niOfll 2 


ITT xrfirTt] 

t' 

1974 if UXTT 
iffRifiitr, fcrr ijwi^ 
(FTTRTPTffr) 
tY TifNTTfw if tmr- 
fw «^) TTTTTff Sf 
ifjRT^o Tfo 1 ^ ^ 
Tfo 9 nr Ttroiff- 

2 . ijFTfTR trftmfr ^tff uvfiuO sritw-tt 

R^PIT 

wfilTrff (unflRf 

(ftr f^FTTT 

Praffrtff 

trr^ % 

Tnyff ^ ^ ^fo 4 , 0 

xfktftfsr) PTTsfr 1 

ITTT qslRflpRT, 

a % tttrY 4 <rr 'rfTnrKtr 


20 HTTW^ ^ 

fwjff, tfsluT, tjijdat: 


1 

pwnB:, 
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12 3 4 

'snrjT, twlT, TtiWT 
rHft, 

wmOT if tjprtTTR' irftr- 
TTlWr (wm 
^ ^rarrfmr ^ rrt- 

f^'< 1 

3. ^JnrfrT(i'rfk ^wflir sRTWifiT: %TTf- 

iPT ?r 

RTTTiff ^ Ro 9 ^ 
RTJT^ im tFcrtIV^, th- 
(frTr, ifTfifr, tftr 

if wfff' 

STTpOTf (wm iWn) 
vl ^fa ' ^^ Tf V ?tT ir (nn- 
frosiw’ 1 

RTOf R^TR, intlj; BfRW- 
BR Jfrf, ^ fteft ^ 

trr^ ffo njiij^a 
^0 328/86/74- tPT-TT., 
TTrfNr 2 1974 

?r ^1*1* RK“I1 ^ ^ 
TTo 2, 3 5 %*TTR^ 

wr uRBirBW, 
g;!TT, BKl, nftlTT' 

jK, prsft, 

XTTRtte 4fhc *1 

^rftmf^ (WT- 
Bit wrWB)Tft«T 
if RRIPpi® I 

BTW-BTT ifli 
^[TfTfr WT%?r ^91*14 
•TRuft Bit ^0 R® 1 
7 % IIRT'Tft- 

fwBBTTT, WT, 

Rimr, BfruB^, 
’’T^I tJRfjHR, ftll'SR- 
wk Ttjfhik Jf 
BrfeBTfkft (wr- 
BT ?n^Rr) Bft wfwT- 
fkrr it rh i Pto ^ i 

[«-®82/7 4-91To Ro 328/86/74] 
ift 0 5nfflTBiT| BTBT 

ORDER 
Wealth Tax 

New Delhi, the 25th September, 1974 

S. O. 3028.- — In supersession of their order 

No. 75 dated 30th August, 1974, issued from F, No. 
328/86/74-W.T. and in exercise of the powers ccrftiicd ly luie 
3A of the Wealth-tax Rules, 1957, the Central Board of Direct 
Taxes hereby directs that every District Valuation Cffcer, 
Valuation Officer and Assistant Valuation Officer specified !■ 


srftnrkt, (rptft- Praffkft 
Tft Bfk itrar) , im T-rrBtPrr, 

BtTBttrr I 20 OTBT if 

•FTT^ I 


4 tTflJBiTft/ — inflBcf — 

stftnrrft, (Ritfr- 
iTftrfmi4?r) 

l' 


5. wRimt/ — -ir«fk4 — 

wPwr^t, (Rvft- 
Trtsikirfgr), 
hrmr i 


column (2) of the Table appended to this order shtll pcrfatjCi 
the functions of a Valuation Officer in respect of the class ‘of 
assets specified in coiumn (3) of the trble and located in the 
areas specified in the corresponding entry in column (4) of the 
said table; 


TABLE 


SI. No. Designa- Class of assets Area 

tion of the 
Officer 


12 3 4 


1. District Valua- Machinery and 
tion Officer Plant, the value 
(Machinery and of which is as 
Plant), Calcutta, declared by the 
assessee Rs. 20 
lakhs or more. 


2. Valuation Offi- Machinery and 
cert Assistant Plant, the value 
Valuation Offi- of which is as 
cer, (Machinery declared by the 
and Plant) Delhi assessee less than 
Rs. 20 lakhs, 


3. Valuation Offi- Machinery and 
cer/ Assistant Plant, the value 
Valuation Offi- of which is as 
cer, (Machinery doclaned by the 
and Plant, Cal- assessee, less than 
cutta. Rs. 2 lakhs. 


Areas comprised in the 
jurisdiction of Distt. 
Valuation Officers 
(Immovable Property) 
as defined in Govern- 
ment of India, Cen- 
tral Board of Direct 
Taxes, New Delhi’s 
Wealth-tax Order 
No. 24/74/F, No. 
329/86/74-WT, dated 
2nd April, 1974 vide 
Table entries from 
SI. No, 1 to SI. No, 
9 shown therein. 

Areas comprised in 
the jurisdiction of 

Valuation Office rs 
(Immovable property) 
at Delhi, Chandigarh, 
Amristar, Patna, Kan- 
pur Lucknow, Jam- 
shedpur, AUahabad 
Meerut, Jaipur, Ajmer, 
Rohtak, Bhopal, 
Jabalpur, Indore & 
Ambala as defined in 
the afore.said Central 
Board of Direct Taxes 
Order against S. No. 
4, 6 & 8 of the Table 
appended threto. 

Areas comprised in the 
jurisdiction of Valua- 
tion Officers (Immova- 
ble property) at Cal- 
cutta, Clauhafi Dib- 
rugarh and Bhuvane- 
shwar. as defined in 
the aforesaid Central 
Boar d of Direct 
Taxes Order against 
Si. No. 9 of the Table 
appended thereto. 


4. Valuation Ofifi- -Do- 
cer/Assistant Val- 
uation Officer, 
Machinery and 
Plant), Bombay, 


Areas comprised in 
the lunsdication of 
the Valuation Offi- 
cers (Immovable pro- 
perty) at Bombay, 
Poona, Thana, Baroda 
Sholapur, Hubli, 
Ahmedabad, Rajkot 
and Nagpur as de- 
fined in Government 
of India, Central 
Board of Direc- 
raxes. New Delhi 
Wealth-tax order 
No. 24/-74/F. No, 
328/86/74-WT dated 
the 2nd April, 1974 
against SI. Nos, 2, 3 
& 5 of ' the Table 
appended threto. 
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5, Veluation Offi- Machinery and Areas comprised in 
cer/Assistant plant, the value the jurisdiction of 
Valuation Offi- of which is as Valuation Officers, 
cer, (Machinery & dec'arcd by the (Immovable Property), 
Plant), Mi'.dras. assossee less than at Hyderabad, Cuddn- 
Rs, 20 lakhs. ppah, Vijayawada, 
Kakinada, Guntur, 
Bangalore, Madras, 
Coimbatore, Madurai, 
Ernakulam, Triven- 
drum and Kozhikode 
as defined in the 
aforesaid Central 
Board of Direct Taxes 
Order against SI. No 
1 & 7 of the table 
appended throto. 


[No. 82/74 F. Nr, 32.8/86/74-'WJ.) 

V, D. WAKHARKAR Under Secy. 

(department of Fxpenditure) 

Nej* Delhi, the 9fh October, 1974 

S.O. 3209. — In 'xercise of the powers conferred by the 
proviso to article 309 and clause (5) of article 148 of the 
Constitution and ^f all other powers enabling him in this 
behalf, the President, after consultation with the Comptrol' 
ler and Auditor ( cneral of India in respect of persons serv- 
ing In the Indian Audit and Accounts Department, hereby 
makes the following rules further to amend the Contributory 
Provident Fund Rules (India), 1962, namely: — 

1, (1) These rules may be called the Contributoty Provi- 

dent Fund (India) Fifth Amendment Rules, 1974. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their 
publication in the official Gazette, 

2. In the Contributory Provident Fund Rules (India), 
1962, in sub-rule (4) of rule 12, after the proviso, the 
following proviso shall be inserted, namely; — 

“Provided further that where a subscriber on deputation 
to a body corporate, owned or controlled by the 
Government, is subsequently absorbed in such body 
corporate with effect from a retrospective date for 
the purpose of calculating the interest due on the 
Fund accumulations of the subscriber, the date of 
Issue of the orders regarding absorption shall be 
deemed to be the dale on which the amount to the 
credit of the subscriber became payable subject, 
however, to the condition that the amount re- 
covered as subscription during the period commenc- 
ing from the date of absorption and ending with 
the date of issue of oiders of absorption shall be 
deemed to be subscription to the Fund only for 
the purpose of awarding interest under this sub- 
rule-’^ 

[No F. 16(2)-E.V.(B)/72] 
V, K. PANDIT, Dy. Secy. 


New Delhi, the 20th November, 1974 

S.O. 3210." In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
proviso to article 309 and clause (5) of article 148 of the 
Constitution and of all other powers enabling him in this 
behalf, the President, after consultation with the Comptroller 
and Auditor^General in relation to persons serving in the 
Indian Audit and Accounts Department, hereby makes the 
folloveing rules further to amend the Central Civil Services 
(Pension) Rules, 1972, namely; — 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Central Civil Ser- 
vices (Pension) (Seventh Amendment) Rules, 1974. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their pub- 
lication in the Official Gazette. 
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2. In the Central Civil Services (Pension) Rules, 1972, in 
rule 54, — 

(i) after sub-rule (11), the following sub-rules shall 
be Inserted, namely; — 

“(11 A) Where a female Government servant or male 
Government servant dies leaving behind a judi- 
cially separated husband or widow and no child 
or children, the family pension in respect of the 
deceased shall be payable to the person surviving. 

(IIB) (a) Where a female Government servant or 
male Govenunent servant dies leaving behind 
a judicially separated husband or widow with 
a child or children, the family pension payable 
in respect of the deceased shall be payable to 
the surviving person provided he or .she is the 
guardian of such child or children. 

(b) Where the surviving person has ceased to bo 
the ^ardian of such child or children, such 
family pension shall be payable to the person 
who Is the actual guardian of such chdd or 
children;” 

(11) in sub-rule (14), in clause (b), — 

(a) In sub-rule (1), Note 1 and Note 2 shall bo 
omitted. 

(b) after sub-clause (i), as so amended, the follow- 
ing sub-clause shall bo inserted, namely: — 

“(ia) a judicially separted wife or husband provid- 
ed the marriage took place before the retire- 
ment of the Government servant,” 

[No. F. 6(4)-EV(A)/74] 
S. S, L. MALHOTRA, Under Secy. 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 

CENTRAL EXCISE COLLECTORATE 
KANPUR AMENDMENT NO. 

(Amendment to Colicctoralc Notillcation No, 1/73 
dated 9-1-73) 

Kanpur, the 7th November, 1974 

S.O. 3211. — Reference is invited to this Collectorate notifi- 
cation No. 1/73 dated 9-1-1973. Following amendment 
should be mods in the Annexure appended to this notifica- 
tion. 

2. For the words “Mild Steel rods/coils/bars” appearing 
in column 4 of the Annexure against S. No. 30 Tariff item 
No. 52-Bolts and Nuts, threaded or tapped and screws the 
words “Steel rods/rods/coils/bars, all sorts” shall be substi- 
tuted. 

[C. No. V(30)265-Tech/72 Pt, 47543] 
K. S. DILIPSINGJI .Collector. 


4^ ffrdttrF, erFTTtr-fmrfff tt ifi R lnti 

1 1974 

3 2 1 2— 'tRRT 41-2 2, SmTT 

ffbd arrr, (q o 9)0) <1 D-sjfiffiprF rjf^ jpfir ^ ^ 

W Wiain vindfi tfo 4To/rFr/2634029 f44H 9-10-73 
8503.3 594 XtV’; 4o 2834030 ftoW 9-10-7.3 29068 

594 tRR (44 94 4 1 139499 5m:47It ("|RT=r ^ NPhoo 

pROT srfflRt) 94 mjM9 srt 44 r % w mtiK 95 xn' 9 59 
fW ft VFPt JJST nftlR f49T WlR [44 IJ) Trf/tjtXfRFg 
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'TTt ^ ^ innr q^i ftijn 1 1 

ff S ^ Wm Pwrr ijfiPTt «fr 

ure^ imr ^pjftfer bttrt «ttW, 19S5 fiRtf 

7-12-S5 iff r^TW OTTT 9 (?ft) IKT JreTT fiT Rifm 

^ ^TTSt^r ^0 'fr/T^/ 2934029 fwtT 9-10-73 ^ 

S5033 ^ ^0 2634030 f^^>F S-10-63 29068 

ipT rarPHTT PrTOT srfert) t^Mim frt 3rr% 
|i 

[fjTo Ho ^-27/'ifHH-73/lJH ^1804] 

[ft-o Ho Srrc-is/q ^- 73 /^ lfr-S/4V 1804] 


ITHT HHtftfH WTHTH (fiufHW) 1955 ftHT 

7'I2-S5 ifr HRT D (tft ^) ffRT J^TT HfuTlft WT infTH 
57 ^ ^o 'TV/t^H/l7 43008/HV/t^ 

37-38, fSfHFfi' 20-2-74 PiTTtfl hIh Vt TT 

HTiH ^ol {t I 

^ HTH^ qr WRTH MTOrTT tHtfUrH tHTTH HHT 
fWrfHFo' qTHT', 1974-75 qff •KQf'TT 320 tr^HTT Hq^W 

HT(#H qfl Ptoh)" tPt Tf qrrfV 

fWR f^qrr afFpir i 

[?f’ilTT HTTo SO/lJH HTj/fr 59/tT 74] 


liV o o 

r?rH^w^«ir PriiRT- 

(Office of the Joint Chief CoatroUer of Import* & Exports; 

ESTATE, INDRA PRASTHA BHAWAN, NEW DELHI. 

New Delhi, Ihe 1st August, 1974 

S.O. 3212 — M/s. The Bhawana Steel Industries, P-22, Pratap 
Ganj, Saresh Bagh, Kanpur (UP) were granted miport licence 
No. P/M/2634029 dated 9-10-73 for Rs. 85033 and No. 
2634030 dated 9-10-73 for Rs. 29068 for import of aluminium 
strips etc. J liey have applied for duplicate copies of above 
licences (Exchange Control copies only) on the ground that 
original copies thereof hu\'e been lost /misplaced without 
having been utilised. 

In support of their request, they have filed an affidavit. 
I am satisfied that original exchange control copies have 
been lost/misplaced. 

In exercise of powers conferred on the under subject clause 
9(c) in the ITC order 1955 dated 7-12-55 as amend^ 
upto-date, the said licence No. P/M/2634029 dated 9-10-73 
for Rs, 85033/- and No. 2634030 dated 9-10-73 for Rs. 
29068/- only (exchange control copies) are hereby cancelled. 

[F. No. Lc£ither-27/JM-73/SC-V/CLA/1804] 
[F, No. Lealhcr-18/AJ-73/SC-V/CLA/lg041 

O. N. ANAND, Dy, Chief Controller 
For Joint Chief Controller. 


(Office of the Dy. Chief Controller of Imports and 
Exports) 


ORDERS 

Hydeiabad, the 16th October, 1974 


S.O. 3213. — Messrs Rapalli Poshetti Handloom and Dyeing 
Works, 5-88, P.0, Kustapoor, (Via) Balkonda, Tq. Armoor, 
Dt, Nizamabad were granted licence No. P/S/ 1743008 /c/ 
XX/50/W/37-38 dated 20-2-74 for Rs. SOOO/(Rupees five 
thousand only) for import of payee intermediates and Che- 
micals. They have now applied for the issue of duplicate 
«mpy of the Customs purposes copy of the above licence on 
the ground that the originuJ copy has been lost/mEplaced 
without having been utilised at all. 


The applicant has filed an affidavit on stamped paper In 
support of his contention as required under para 320 reml 
with Appendix-8 of Import Trade Control Hand Book of 
Rules and Procedure, 1974-75. I am satisfied that the 
original Customs pui poses copy of the licence has been lost/ 
misplaced. 


In exercise of the powers conferred on me under clause 
9(cc) of Imports (Control) Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955 as 
amended upto date. 1 order the cancellation of the Customs 

iS/T/Sss/ffl 2V2-!'«r 


srArt 

tirtwr?, 16 1974 

qiTa WTO 3213 , — TPTOft q'>Tl?fV qiT HTVr 

5-88 (sttht) hthtIvit, »rn:^, 

f%HT fHqrmnrra Tit wf Tvq^ XHPPff ^ WFrm ?r 
SOOO nqij (qi-t 841 1 J O'W HTH) TJfT TT qT tfo 

qt/i!tH/l743008/Tft/l(TH UjW/ 50/swj;/37-38, fiRtT 20-2-74 

RTR feiT mrr th I WT nqifw tmt^ qft tfrinspir 
Bm# irfH qft Htfr % %tT ?h wthk qx 

feiT ^ ft? tp ffirmvjfT ftmft sftt tft HMuftt ftn^ 

fw uft ^ ^ I 

wqi) qqi % HHiq-t H ^ wimr srnTrr ftm 

TWT ftfUrftfEr 'JPTT, 1974-75 T qftftlM 8 HTT Tfl 'STT^ 
TRfr 320 % WiJHTt 633WT ^ Tt: TTT xftfWH tpT 

iim q^' Mftrr f-pn ^ i t | ftr htthh qft ^ Tfrirr- 

ijpF PuTFft qfr gt mJ/wFnrw ijt nf ^ i 


The applicant’s case will now be considered for the 
jsnie of duplicate Customs purposes Copy of tfae above 
lirencc in accordance with para 3i0 of Import Trade Control 
Hand Book of Rules and Procedure, 1974-75, 

[No. R. 50/SSI/P 39/AM74] 


quo WTO 3214 — Hift-ft iftiTTH frfip 9.5^^ 

5TT rn: 55Trr, tllfrtja,, fttwr ftHTHlqrr >FT xTT HRTWt wtr 

zxrmrt T 'truTTfr ^ fVr soon t3ii[ (um isqt htst) ^ 
TTUTHIT^HTHo qt/q:H/l743006/Tft/tFRr mpT/50/lSF^37-38 
ftriT 20-2-1974 JfTR ftmT mfT TT I WT H qifct H T HtlHf 

^ TfftrniT^T' fWrat wBr tt wijftrfq' TTft ^ ftrir t[h wtwtt 
q'z wftqH ftiq 1 ^ ft? tf I q 1 nj^q? ft+int srftT fTejiT wt HqwFr 

fqm fisTfr ^ iT^/W?fWTT7ST Tt ilf I 

wwT TT T Hipfti' H wrq rq? it wrm isrmr PwriT ftwH ?wt 
fwftftr 3/84?, 1974-75 ?? qfriw 8 ??HP!T Tft Tnft- TTFft 
TfsTT 320 q? W^HTT 6CTHT ?Tr Tt UTT wMwH IfT WWW 
qg TrftfT ftql ^ I t HJisi g' ft? HTS+hH ^ ^ TftwTspqr 
fqwTfit wfr uft ni/wnriHrtq it i 
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MVilftlfl wmifl ) WrtST, 19 5 5 fHlI'T' 

7-12-5 5 9 (4141) STtr irarr TTfitTFl ^ 

ft 4^ 'fl/(^'T/l 7 4300e/41/q:^'T 'Tfn/ 50 / 71 ^^/ 37 - 3 8 

f^TTlTi 20-2-74 ^ 41tTTiijr^; f;T<5r41 irPT '41 7^ tt Tnlm 

^ i I 

*w wiTtw % TP ^iRPT s^rTit f'l'Tir Trerr 

fwWa' 5«T7r, 1 97 1-75 Tr ipr^ipr 320 E 

lit 4t»rr3iPT fiprjfl irPi ■41 nrfr 774 ip fiTTp- 

( 7 ^ ^ruPT I 

[4o 41o 2 5/07T tpT ?lTj/'fr-5 9/4 1^7 7 l] 

1^90 T^o TmiTffi 71-^91 


S.O. 3214. — Messrs Chandha Gangaram Handloom & 
Dyeing Works, 9-30, P.O. Rudhroor, Bodhan Tq., Nizemabad 
disL were granted licence No. P/S/1743006/C/XX/50/W/ 
37-38 dated 20-2-1974 for Rs. 5000/- (Rupees live thousand 
only) for import of Dyes intermediates and Chemicals. They 
have now applied for issue of duplicate copy of the Customs 
Purposes Copy of the above licence on the ground that the 
original copy has been lost/misplaccd vvithout having been 
utilised at all. 

The applicant has filed an affidavit on stamped paper in 
support of his contention as icquired under para 120 read 
with Appendix-8 of Import Trade Control Hand Book of 
Rules & Procedure, 1974-75. I am satisfied that the original 
Customs Purposes copy of the licence has been lost/mis- 
placed. 

In exercise of the powers conferred on me under clause 
9(cc) of Import (Control) Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1935 as 
amended upto date, I order the cancellation of customs pur- 
poses copy of licence No. P,/S/1743006/C/XX/50/W/37-38 
dated 20-2-1974. 

The applicant’s case will now be considered for the issue 
of duplicate customs purposes copy of the above licence in 
accordance with 320 of Import Trade Control Hand Book 
of Rules & procedure, 1974-75, 

[No, C-25/SSI/P-59/AM 74] 
P. GOVINDARAJU, Dy. Chief Controller. 


firffTlt, 17117-174% HI TUfiTI ) 

7^ %'%[, 1 2 7ian:, 1974 

Uto WTo 321 s, — lT%7t TT^lftliT fl", TlffiT 

imr WtHV ¥7 ui mro m 7 o- 560 fl fiftrfeTPTir 

^ UTt 11^ 4 "fr xrmw fin 45,000/- ijn 47 uti 
mtn 40 xrrf/'r/i0 5S74i/4r/ixw rpm/ 46 / 171 / 35-35 ftin 
30-1-73 trm fipiT W IT I o vllirdn fi7D 

4 (fni it ft fifi inwr % itiTWT fi'f lot trfit mpm % 
I 4% mit i^firfir 1 % irTt 77^7 % fspr 

fitmr ft I 

114 ^ 'MO'1'1 4 nftn? 7 rr;?: sppq TTfin fm 

ft I 4^ ft fip -7 tt4i '4t itiTrj'ir firwft srfir 

4t ft xftt fiftnr ftfft ft fit 11741 iiErfi ipf 74 im; 1 


171141 1 % fwi) si4 7 ^ IT % if ft I 

xnjMfi im 4 urrtt irr Tftt ft 1 

[io irq-utTt) rfl-o/ 1 1 5/72-73/lto TT oil 0/^4] 

sn%!T 4, 

11 0 iTo 3411-4, firwft 

(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 12th November, 1974 

S.O. 3215. — M/.s. Hindustan Aeronautics Ltd. Nasik Divi- 
sion P.O. Ojhar was granted licence No. I/A1058741 /C/XX/ 
46/H/35-36 dated 30-1-73 for impoit of Aero Sheil fluid 4 
to specification MIL-H-5606 foi Rs. 45,000/-. M/s HAL have 
reported that customs control copy of the licence has been 
misplaced and he has requested to issue a duplicate copy of 
the same. 

In support of their contention the applicant has filed an 
affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the cusioms con- 
tiol copy of the licence has been lost and directs that the 
duplicate copy of the .said customs Copy of the licence be 
issued. 

The originaj customs c.sny of the licence has been cancelled. 
A duplicate copy of the same is being issued separately. 

[No, HAL/115/72-73 /PLS/B] 

S. K. USMANI, Dy. Chief Conti oiler 
for Chief Controller 


Wiftsr 

if flPft, 19 77T1T, 1974 

SRTs WTO 3116 — iftoft HTTfillT UT fTSiprr fifo, 0S/2, 
if 'ft ITT nriri intii lo 'ft/ff/MOzuos 

ftlTO 31-7-74 TJvl 7,56,900/- Tl4 7l4 nn ^ 4 

injiTT 3pT4 in/iuiTfi % wriid fill mrii fiirr iir it i 

1%% T1^ TTretl l4 fiTTTffi 1% <14 Rlfilfl 

'Trft itt 4 4 firi ^ wmi'i it ititi fipir ft Pp Tpi ttTihioTt 

r-p pit fi 1% 17% ttt if ft IT wTvniTi ft if ft I iniiirff 

srrr n 4r g'xir % if ft % it 7 , 56,900 tt4 77 

niti TTTir rfir IT I irsffi f44t '*4 Tnfin 4 iit- 

ifT fUT lit sp I 

sni if f mfi 4 urfrit 4 t^ hi liff iTfijtT fW ft 1 
ft fi 'Hun unii 4 ° it/ff/i 402003 fiifip 

31-7-74 l4 Tj/T 4tlI7(^ fil + lll ifir 'frifft IT 1T1T1T7 ^ 

if ft nfr fiiir iiT ft ff lijfiifi ifi tniiTT 'll ir4 

ft iifr iiffti I tfi 4 ]'ii»[ 64 fimfr srfi v-^ ft int ft 1 

[is 4 ^ 1 / 4 / 3 / 72 - 73 ] 

nrf o fr 0 ^hti, h-tjh fimotiT 
s 4 ^81 ffietir 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 19th November, 1974 

S.O. 3216.- — M/s. Sylvanlti & Laxman Ltd,, 68/2, Najal- 
garh Road, New Delhi, weic granted Import Licence No. 
P/D/1402003 dated 31-7-74 for import of Raw Materials/ 
Components as per list attached to it valued at Rs. 756900. 

2. They have requested for the issue of duplicate Customs 
Purposes Copy of the above .said licence on the ground that 
the original Customs Purposes Copy has been lo.st or mis- 
placed by them. It has been further reported by the licensee 
that the licence had an unutilized balance of Rs. 756900. 
The licence was not registered with any Customs House. 

3. In support of their contention, the applicants have filed 
an aflidavit. The undci signed is satisfied that the original 
Customs Purposes Copy of Import Licence No. P/D/1402003 
dated 31-7-1974 has been lost or misplaced and directs that 
a Duplicate Customs Purposes Copy of the said licence 
should be issued to the applicant. The original Customs 
Purposes Copy i: cancelled. 

4. The Duplicate Customs Purposes Copy of the licence is 
being issued separately. 

[No, Lamp/4/72-73J 
1, V. CHUNKATH, Dy. Chief Controller 
for Chief ContioHer 


rit [C'C, 19 1974 

^>3 WT° 2217. — 

rte (CTSt) 5t^?T r^'ffprrtT, W 1072- 

73 % ftrt TTo 1 % TlrflTr'^ 2(1 ^ SITHK fttHT 

JlVt; qrff % ^ VITHT if pooo (^O rit 

JTTiff) 4t fT", 'trWT'T fWhT rff/tT/ 3 7 5 fi 0 6 frrhii 1-2-7J 

STTR fTTOT «1T I T^rt ^ 2 rnst n fl'tT wf 

if wtPtt >111 sh'Tn rrr5?f4' tiMu sm, i972-rTP#, 1973 

ftnr hrfft sffecT rTfUT V ^ fert '5TT UWT | I 'TW if 
!3re^i'rr nff sttMt fTthrifjFT 5 t% iiV ^ Wm srfh 
^ Ftp ^rr ^tTErtT Tc ftniT I Fk wtu «Tt nirr t • 

rnripT FttF 'tff rffitpipup grqhr!! ff S' xFt 

grm JT5 '»F y'Pt'l^ Fturr Twr F 1 wPTPt Ntni-' FuFpir 
fgfipptn ^ sturre "TTtt'T TITWT ^TTFiW fWt [[ I 

WHTgFTTTTTr TU STTT Up ft Tt^ | tfh; Xtr^Tf 

^ Fp tTT^fcr F tj^fsrFr ^ FrFprtt srFr 

anrf I pT (FfJTPiTPTr wN ^ NFrtw stFr) 

qfr tittsarcr frur ^rrur % \ 

[Po 15 78-p'^/'’:o 'T’To/yi/Plf pT pw/pirp?rl/7 7 8] 

WT, TT FrifarT 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 1 9th November, 1974 

S.O. 3217, — M/s Sandhu Tourist Transport Service IN- 
Cr.^TC (Tight) Hiii,_l luipciial Janpalh, New Delhi were .grant- 
ed import hence lo. P, A/1375606 dated 1-2-73 tor 
R.s. 6000/- (Si\ Ihiiusaul only) for the import of Permissi- 
hlc types oi ^^oto■l V'ehidc P,irts as per Appcndi.s; 26 of the 
Red Bt ok Volume I lor Apnl-March 1972-73. Import of 
items included in List 11 Parts A and B of the said Appendix 
c.iii be made v.itbout any face value for the licensing period 
Apri'-72 — Mai jh-73 The firm have applied for grant of dupli- 
cate Custom copy and Lxchnnee copy of the aforesaid lic- 
ence on the cioiinit that the original have been lost. The 
licence has not been regislcicd with any custom house and 


have not been utilised at all. Thev have furnished necessary 
affidavits as per I.T.C. Rules. 

The undersigned is satisfied with the statement given by the 
film and direct.s that duplicate copies of the Custom & Ex- 
change of the licence may be issued. The original licence 
fCustom & E.xchange copy) arc hereby cancelled. 

[No, 157R-H/AM/71/1LS/ML.I./778] 
J. SHANKAR, Dy. Chief Controller 


2 .5 4oi X, 19 7 4 

ffff *lto 3218. — TrtT TTrftpii'i, 5 , 'uniniutnu 'Ft, 
’TIT'T Tfr 15,nOO/-Tm IJW VT ng; xir4TtT CTTTftrT ROT : ^o/tt/ 
1378037, FRTTT 13-6-73 91117: (RRTt RtOT ^ ifT RIJRTT) % 

OTTPT if: Fr^ RRTR fruT OT «rr i 

2 RRFF yrnjw HT5RR RFTTl![fR7 FtotF StFf Tf tpj- 

FtFt Riff iirtT fP Ftr ^ entjp; qr untm fw ^ Fp ij/r 
TfrRPJ|pp FiT.TRf sfFr Tfffr itt rI I rt wtrtrrr ^ r4 | i 
RiTF TT ld- JTTf RTRrjRTffr rI ^ TR R fff RTRlT |[f 

fRRT RRf RT Rfr R Fpiff Rf RfRUtpR qTFrTTTR F R? R^OT 
fiPTf RRT RT I 

3 RTF W % RR4r R RTqRRt F TP RRRRR Rlf^Pf FfRT 

I 1 Rat^RIiffTf Ryqr | fp RTRTR RTTFr rot ; *it/m37B037, 

filRTP 13-0-7 3 ilF fRPTRl rFt tsfl R^ ^ RT WOT- 

Rw ?! R^ t tflT Ft^tr RRT ^ fp ?7 hF qijFTFr Pf qirff 
pf ppff rtF[F I tjR jfrRn?[PP FrPTRf jiFt tr^ito rF prF 

I I 

4. RUlif R rF TFRRpP FtPEF rFt rF TT^FtTr tPTRff PTfr 

rF -RT I I 

[ro 2 21-TR/TTR-7 1/RTf tit T^/TR 'FTT/ 6 9 2] 
Tf" RPT, RR-^RR FtRSIP, 
1% ^RR FbtWP, 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 25th Nor ember, 1974 

S.O. 3218. — M/s. Taj Coromandel, 5, Nungambakkam 
High Road, Madras were granted Import Licence No. P/A/ 
1378037 dated 13-6-1973 for import of Cheese (As per list 
attached thereto) valued to Rs. 15,000/-. 

2. They have requested for the issue of duplicate Custom 
Purposes Copy of the above said licence on the ground that 
the oiiginal custom Purposes Copy has been lost or misplaced 
by them. It has been further reported by the licensee th.it 
the licence had neither been utilized for registered with any 
Custom authority. 

3. In support of their contention, the applicant have filed 
an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the original 
Custom Control Purposes Copy of Import Licence No. P/A/ 
1378037 dated 13-6-1973 has been lost or misplaced and 
directs that a Duplicate Customs Control Purposes Copy of 
the said licence should he issued to the applicant. The 
original Customs Purposes Copy is hereby cancelled. 

4. The Duplicate Custom Purposes Copy of the licence is 
being issued separately. 

[No. 221-H/AM-74/ILS/ML. I./892J 

T. SHANK.4R. Dy. Chief Controller 
for Chief Controller 
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3;TrT f^RTT 

snpjrf, 20 1974 

WTo WT" 3 2l9.-TI'-4'9p1i FtIRR ^ 'RTlra') fwi, 1905 % fwT 9 ^ IJR-Cm ( :), PWR 12 % 

RR'fRRR ( 2) % im (ij) ?iV fRRR 24 % ^-fwT ( i) gm JP?n vrfWt RR snftR RTTTr |Tj Rfn^^r ^ f% 27 1971 

% RT77T% ■nwr "P ITTR 2, ’an'? 3 , iJR-ISti? (ii) # imfw 'RRF’J 3 :^ fspRlR % >FTi> ?TTo 5187 frTOF 3 1970 IFT ^RTfT 

RT37T RWT ^ <n^»r if FrrRFrf^R RSflsnT fw ^rr?, rtrr .-- 

( 1 ) "RTR II-RTtJTTir ^q- ?m, itR III” if RR (xii) RRT WRTiFt qff Rf RfR^Rift % OTTR IT F^RFiFtT sFriRTFr frcR RTR 


RraTT 

1 

2 

3 

4 5 



(i ) ^Tvi i+i'i 

(ii) 

rptfr fqBlR.^IU M fusil vl 

FffirxipTT (Rrff- fqaiR-TR-CTfhRrrr ” 
RTR, DuvCui xrtr 

XPfFr) fffiFT, 199 5 
% ffpnt 1 1 % RpTR ( i ) 

% (iv) if rFsvPjvi 
fRFrfe' mftdRT 


{ 2 ) "rtr III Rmi'Oir jfRT, anf IV if RgR (xii) ■3R% *rR7Er irf jfFffeRf ^ j'rir rt- F i R Fi faq nFw rf^ Fprt 


“(xii) wmfRRt r(R RRRfPff) RX xf^Hviitn-wfirerff 

(i) nftro snmfiT- 

Rsfr 

Rv1il ’Effti'Til 


xrftmft 




( ii ) sFhlJiii stRRPF / 

^^TptrfFfwirRT(xTrf- 

WfT-rrt xiftirpt” 



S' XVI, (Thfl'R xffx 
^rfPT) Fm, 1965 

4Rr’IVT (i) 

it (iv) if fxFifire 
xrrFffiTt 



[Ro 22( l)/68-MKIIRH/l990] 
1^0 Rio rIetF, laRT rTrr 


DEPARTMENT OF ATOMIC ENERGY 
ORDER 

Bombay the 20th. November 1974 

S. O, 3219,— 'To exercise of the powers conferred by sub-rule (2) of rule 9, clause (b)of sub-rule t2) of rule 12 end subrulc 
fl) o’ r dJ 24- of the Central Civil .Services (Classification, Control and Appeal) Rules, 1965, the President hereby direel' Hu t the follev,- 
ing amendments shall be made in the Order of the Government of India in the Department of Atomic Energy No. .S.O. 5187, dated the 3id 
Dsco-nber, 1970, published in the Gazette, of India, Part IT, Section 3, Sub-section (ii), dated the 27th November 1971, nemch in the srid 
Order : — 


( 1) in "Part II — Ge.ieral Central Service, Class IIT”,— for item (xii) and the entries relating thereto, the following shall be substi- 
tutid, namely ; — 



"(xii) Administrative Senior Adminis- (i) Senior Administrative All Officer on .Special Duty 

and Technical posts. trativc Officer. Officer. 

(ii) Projects Manager/ Penalties specified under Officer on Special Duly.” 

Construction Managers clauses (1) to (iv) of 
Rule 11 of Central Ci- 
vil Services (Classifi- 
cation, Control and 
Appeal) Rules, 1965. 
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(1) in "iurt Itl—CJaioral C^niMl Service, Claw TV*', for item (xii) and tho entries relating thereto, the following shall be substifr 
t ited namely 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

‘(xii) Administrative 

Senior 

(i) Senior Administrative 

All 

Officer on Special Duty 

an 1 Techiical pons 

A Imlniitrativo 
Officer. 

Officer. 




(ii) Projects Manager/ Penalties specified under Officer on Special Duty. 

Construction Mana- clauses (i) to (iv) of Ro- 
gers. le ] I of Central Civil 

Services (Classification, 

Control and Appeal) 

Rules, 1965. 


[No. 22(l)/68-Admn. 1990] 
S.'K. CHAUDHARY, Under Secy. 


:jifPr tT«TT -utTPrift T/Rt 
(MM tfttT ttPPlr ^t) 
tff fWr, 18 tmrr, 1974 

3220. — rPW-tPTT qr tfttflftPT PPUt 

rfrtTT ( itH I t l H f^) firpPm 1955 % PTPrtnr 14 % 

( 4 ) % sTrttfPr rtprir 4i?iTT ittj 
ftnrr ^tptt # ^ ’PT 

iTT^tTOTfr % snjTttr qr i tjtnf 1974 ?r q? «fiT frqr 
tniT t : 

'iurfq ?iwr ’FT tmOn % WiffiT qrnt-q 'ift tTlT- 

trlq f^iir ftit 'RIt tfhTtrFPF 

jfttTtT/iRT-23 5 1 iFpf i|nqrR WFR lS-416-1963 

2 6* 6- 1 9 7 0 il*4j^o qrrqifTj % 

*P 4 iqT 4 T 4 ('Jfl'. 
tl. fw) SHtrr 

[tfwr njrft^/S5;235l] 


MTNTSTRY of industries & CIVIL SUPPLIES 
(Indian Standards Institution) 


New Delhi, the 18th November, 1974 


S.O, 3220. — In pursuance of sub-regulation (4) of Regulation 
14 of the Indie n Standards Institution (Certification 
Marks), Regulations, 1955, as amended from time to 
time, the Indian Standards Institution, hereby notifies that the 
licence, particulars of which are given below, has been cancelled 
with effect from 1 July 1974 on the request of the licensee; 


Licence No. and Name and Article/ Relevant 
Date Address of the Process Indian 

Licensee Covered by Standard 

the Licence 


CM/L-2351 M/s. Kumar Balls Cricket and IS ; 416- 

26-6-1970 Mtg Company, Hockey 1963 

Islamabad (GT Balls 
(Road), Juliun- 
dur 


[No. MDD/55:2351] 


1974 

wjo 32 21 . — tm-tpqq qq *uflftT?r qr<tOq efpf tIett (snrm ffffwr 1955 ^ 14 ^ trr- 

fafppq ( 4 ) % mjRK q i R fr q qpw qrqr JUT PfUTT ^tRI ^ FW lfltE(T/>7rr-2803 % ftp 

qp t, g rTr O'q trrfV % 519% 5rj%a- qq 31 fpir 1974 % q^ qrq ftm qiiT t: 




quT 5Trs^ %wr wVq i%f% 

qrr qrq sfft qttT 

ftp qp Foptq % wtfft 
srftqi 

tPffqEfl qrqtftq qrqqr 


1 2 

3 

4 

5 


1. Tfrt!qT/’I'T-28 0 3 8-1 1-1971 

^ 15 ^ 2 : f%RT, qjrarfl 

TfftTJjqfr^I P"k ftfo 

1 0 WTTT qnPFTTT - 1 


IS ; 4436-1967 ^ 
qtH% fttf q^qq 
"iftftftrfe 

1 % qts 
% trlff 


[Tfto pq-o tto/55;2803 {ft *)] 

po %o 
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New Delhi, the 19th November, 1974 


S. O. 3221. — In pursuance of sub-regulation (4) of regulation 14 of the Indian Standards institution (Certification Marks) 
Regulations 1955 as amended from time to time, the Indian .Standards Institution hereby notifies that Licence No, CM/L-2S03 particulars 
of which are given below has been ca.io::Uod with effect from 3l3t August, 1974 on the request of the licensee, 


SCHEDULE 


S . Licence No, and 
No. Date 

Name & Address of the Licencee 

Article/Process Governed by 
the Licensee Cancelled 

Relevant Indian Standard 

1 

2 3 

4 

5 

1. CM/L-2803 
8-11-1971 

M/s. Prem Clsand .lute Mills Lessee ; 
Sonaiuli Tea & Industries Ltd., 
10 Clive Row, Calcutta-l. 

Jute bagging for wrapping 
cotten bales 

IS ; 4436-1967 Specification 

for Jute bagging for wrapping 
cotton bales 


[CMD/55 ; 2803 (TD)] 


2 2 1974 


TToUTo 3 22 2 . — ITOIT-Wl 'F! IIT^W (StMi'JH ) ftfTTq' 1 9 S S ^ farfem 4 S 5 % ftEpTJT 1914 % 

(4) ^ 4 r^pTrr 44^1 sm fVirr tttctt ^ fV 1395 ^ 1 1973^ 


3^ 473: mr w wffr mwrmrl mw ’^PTFrr sifr '4 t i 


#»in *flt 

TOIT 

<4T^6ftrai’fr 47 fiPT 9711 3^ ^77 ip 7 Sfutfi 4^3 

irfw 

vnTfittr hiTUi 

1 2 

3 4 

5 

1 . #/tpT/t(?r-138 5 

ippf sfpTrT 47^0 TTo O'jrHPran % trip rfr 

IS : 21-19 59 #?ff % fsn7 

13 fWfiTt:, 1966 

144/46 7 ^ 1 , iTWl-'|sr'T' 

Twr^-3 

tr^^fq-r^TiTfr «fVt TTi^f>Tr?f^rfT 


[4t 171 ? ^/55 ■ 1 385] 


New Delhi, the 22Qd November, 1974 

S. O. 3222.— In pursuance of sub-regulation (4) of regulation 14 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) 
Regulations 1955 as amended from time to time, the Indian Standads Institution hereby notifies that Licence No. CM/L-1385 particidars 
of which are given below has been cancelled with effect from I July 1973 as the party is no longer interested to hold the licence. 

SCHEDULE 


SI. Licence No. 

No. and Date 

Name & Address of the 
Licensee 

Articlc/Proccss Relevant Indian Standard 

Governed by the 

Licensees Cancelled 

1 2 

3 

4 5 

1. CM/L-1385 

13 Dec, 1966 

M/s. Eagle Vacuum Bottle Mfg. 
Co, Pvt. Ltd, 144/46, Sheriff 
Devji Street, Bombay-3. 

Aluminium Utensils, IS : 21-1959 Specification for Wrought Aluminium 
SIC Grade and Aluminium Alloy for Utensils (Second Revision) 

Brand : ‘EAGLE* 


106 01/74— 6 


[No. CMD/55 : 1385] 
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ftTsWTo 3223 — 3TTOf|3r iTm (SHTm f^) f'lfWT 1955 % ftrPm 7 ^ TT-frfWT ( 3) ^rjinT 

ffm Prt wtt t f’TpTO' lEV sift- ^ ^ 'M ^ 3 ih^ 4> *f ftiT inr wKf % *pjrk PrafPcr f?t iri 

t I ^ ')5W 1 1974 ^ I 




nr 3?qTT/mR ft 'M 
rfo 

TTRnj virrftq ft tir'iwt ftr 

ftfq; 

mf 

qfir mf ijfi Trm% ft qStrr 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 


1. w. TOifW Is : 251-1962 »ft7T TTij, ift ifTjrft ( 1 ) 10,000 ipfnrit Ir 20 

(2) «PFfl 10,000 % ftriT 10 

irfil »=(>i{; 

( 3 ) 20,001 iftiAr 3 ^ 1 % 3 m qft frr+tff 

f3X[ 5 4 % Jifn I 

a TTfftr HTTI, IS : 252-1962 qiTfeTr irt»T 33 T (l) T^^ff 1 0, 000 TTir^ff ^ 20 

qfl (jrflftrr) irfir inf; 

(2) ^PTifr 10,000 miiff % lo 

irff inf; wh: 

(3) 20 , 0014 Y rfhc 331 % JlFf qfr imfl ^ 
fnr 5 % srfir mf i 

(1) 10,000 iqiinit % 2S 

M Ri inf ; 

(2) 'CFT^ 10,000 imfT fr 10 

stPt mf ; 

( 3 ) 2 ,oooiff (ftr giqiT nf ft miff f 

Pn 5 jrftr mf I 

4. iPffr, onftft IS ; 2142-1962 wtffr, mftft ft m ftift ^ lu 5 00 

riHi i Rg 

5. nitfWT ftnil, ^3 m fnSpft IS : 2 723 - 1964 nftfWTlftqTI¥^ ftift los.no 

wftmfr m fm^ft xrffirfqr ft 

a. fffiqq flRUt, ^ IS ■■ 2780-1904 ftimr wPni», ^ qjr iftrft jit le s.oo 

ft Prftrfe 

IS; 2797-1905 qt^ftmtflHH* ft ftrft JI lo 5 00 

IS : 6135-1971 ftfT w, m- itn ftift Ji ( i) q^ 10,000 mrff f Prir 20 ^ 

ftft ft firftrfe qfiinf; 

( 2 ) tmt 10,000 muff f ^ io- 1 ft 

irfir mf ; ^ 

(3) 20,001ft ifti 3 Ttfr (nit ft imff f 
5 ffr iffiT mf I 


7 . qttfiim ftom 


8. Tftn irar, ;^ft, mftft 


3 . mq^T gifti f niTR'i qqn? IS : 797-1967 Tim OTti ftrtt 

n tn ~ < 3>r mr ft fiftite (qm 
jirffin) 


[f 0 ft tiiT ft/i 3 : 10 ] 
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S.O. 3223. — In pursuance of sub-regulation (3) of regulation 7 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) 
Regulations, 1955, the Indian Standards Institution hereby notifies that the marking fee (s) pet unit for various products, details of 
which are given m the Schedule hereto annexed, have been determined and the fee(s) shall come into force with effect from 1st October 1974 


THE SCHEDULE 


SI. Product/Class of No. and Title of Relevant Unit Marking Fee per Unit 

No. Product Indian Standard 


2 


3 


4 


5 


1. Soda ash, technical 


IS ; 231-1962 Specification for One Tonne 
soda ash, technical (revised) 


2. Caustic soda, 
technical 


IS ; 252-1962 Specification for One Tonne 
caustic soda, technical 
(revised) 


(i) 20 Paise per unit for the first 10,000 units: 
(li) 10 Paise per unit for the next 10,000 units; and 
(iii) 5 Paise per unit for the 20,001 st unit & above, 

(i) 20 Paise per unit for the first 10,000 units; 

(ii) 10 False per unit for the next 10,000 units; and 

(iii) 5 Paise per unit for the 20,001st unit & above. 


3. Common salt for 
chemical industn ; 

4. Bromine, technic 1 

5. Ammonium bio- 
midc, pure and an.a- 
lytical reagent 

6. Sodium bromide, 
pure 

7. Potassium bromide 

8. Soda, ash, fused, 
technical 


IS : 797-1967 Specification for 
common salt for chemical 
mdustrics (first revision) 

IS ; 2142-19f)2 Specification for 
bromine, technical 

IS ; 2723-1964 Specification for 
ammonium bromide, pure 
and analytical reagent 

IS : 2780-1964 Specification for 
sodium bromide, pure 

IS ; 2797-1964 Specification for 
potassium bromide 

18:6135-1971 Specification for 
soda ash, fused, technical 


One Toime 

One Tonne 
One Tonne 

One Tonne 
One Tonne 
One Toimc 


(i) 20 Paise per unit for the first 10,000 unit; 

(ii) 10 Paise per unit for the next 10,000 units; and 
(iii) 5 Paise per unit for the 20,001st unit & above. 

Rs. 5,00 
Rs. 5.00 


Rs. 3.00 
Rs. 5.00 

(i) 20 Paise p cr unit for the first 10,000 units; 
(li) 10 Paise per unit for the next 10,000 units and 
(iii) 5 Paise per unit for the 20,00 1st unit & above. 


[No, CMD/13 : 10] 

3224 — 'flTtTfm PP4T (smprpT f^) firfmpT 1955 % ftfdSW 4 ^ (l) ^ snT#! ITHT WTT 

aft tfrr if fVhT aptn t fV fiR artur frsrrvr, fsrrw <Tsrr snTTfbT 

if for sto; ^ STTCfm ITPPP nW IKT ftfErffm ftdl ntf I I 
Mndi'4 »fP4T (arrm f^) xrfupTirrT 1952 Wk wrfbT fmpff % Plfiw ^ 1 1974 ft MPT 

I 

rpE PHTt fVljr ^ «5f dvffaptft vrUTfpT fiPTTS ’(ff 11517441 "fl TP (55174 

TTo r»silaH xftT fi(t4''F 

1 2 3 4 5 






MtTT, ^rtpftnff 


syrPPT >fr 

MTtrnyr rpRt 


IS' 2S1-1962 iftfT TW, TETfibl 51551 rfWT 54 tfbfftlPT f^PlJr ISI HW 

Iff f5ftrP^ (STffftpr) lilt ( 2 ) if f54Ilt ViMfr ifk qrpiT5 

if #515 f5t5T 451 1 wtr twi finTT if Praia ( 

551 ^ OT 515)515 if 357 "iff ifn: 5R5f5 51541 
>|ff 55t«5r 5t 5f ^ I 


IS ■ 252-1962 55fe5t rftTT, 54>Mf5f| 5175)5 51551 5751 44 5141515 PJRfif ISI 5*5 

iff ftPrrfe (557fftpT) ?rt ^ 7515 ( 2 ) if fefi^ 5C rNff *ff7 *ri5Rf 

if taiT f4i5T 551 1 5 Y 7 ^51 (^41144 if fraiai 
551 ^ "35 5)5)515 if 3777 4ff Vlc 5175)5 51541 
555551 5t 5^ t I 


IS ; 797-1967 75154 341)5 41 Ppl 
515175 5551 # fafvife (hiplT 
■pTAspi) 


5175)5 51551 5751 44 514)515 f55if ISI 5^5 
fit I 75P5 ( 2 ) if fraT^ 5f 4 ) 5 ) xftr 55515 
if iflaH Pfitii 551 ^ 5*17 ^ui Pssiutn t PrUiai 
551 35 5 ) 4 ) 9 IH if 37T7 4t V1 7 MKrfla 51541 

ft 457P55T 5f 5^ J I 
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12 3 -1 5 



5. 



6 . 




S. 



IS: 2142-1962 cRTjfWt 

f^Prrfe 




iT®rr 


18:2723-1964 TtJTT^ 


n'rfrTR’ if Witt, nja 


SltfifWiT ifWITT 


IS : 2780-1964 Hffcrff K'lHIp, ^ 


IS : 2797-1964 tfltfilWW TfmT ^ 

WVrfe 


H'lTr TW, IS : 6135-1971 ^fW TW, cTTT- 

fflTif 'Pf f%f7rfe 


iirafrir mw ^ jffrwiw fiwJf ISIvi^ 

^ FTpar ( 2) if fipjTf »rf 'fhsff nVi: 
tifiT fwT w ^ ifVi: ^ ftTiT^ if f?«Wf 
w t :3F pffafmrpi- if arrr Tf wK ^rrofrir ^innr 

■A 'TTffwr tV ^ I 

'frroffji piT^ ^ pfWrimT f^iwiflSI^ 
Sfff ^ Ffwr ( 2 ) if Pit vf# tfK ii^qw 
if ^MK. ftwT WT ^ nVt ^61 ftHTTPl if PWRI 
im t UF jfWwnr if 3 ?tt tt wft »rrdfir ptht 
^ 9T?f®Tr tV Pit ^ I 

piTTiffpr irwT ^ffiTT TiT jffpffinPT i^fiif ISI w»ar 
t, FTPW ( 2 ) if font Pit ifftV fllr 
if ^TR ftiTT <Wi ^ »iT<, t^TT fpf'fliT'T if fiwnn 
pwr t pfftfUTPT if STT tf ifR PfR^ JTTW 
Tf 4 T?t«iII tf Pit t I 

HTFffPT PTr-RT ?fRIT TiT PfttWTPT ftflif ISI W*T 
tit 5, ^*T ( 2) if Prarf Pit ifPff iffT IJ^IW 
if ^PTR fpfWT PIPIT t tftx tPTT fiqiHH if fiWTUT 
PTOT ^ TO pfttflTTiI if TOT tv iffT mTOfiT PTTIW 
tv TTOW tf Pit J I 

iTTTtfpr PTTiRT tror in nYtHiiir ftraif ISI vw 
tit t/ ( 2) if ftrot Pit iWV irtr httot 
if Snix frirr ppn t siVT tnr fturro if fwmrT 
PFiT t TO pffpfVirnT if TOT pSV tK inttfir tott 

tv H96VjPTr ^ Pit t ^ 


[to tkjiitf/ 13; o] 
tfc to Pjmr, 696?lPlt«l1.' 


S. 0,3224 — In pursuano’ of snb-rule (1) of rule 4 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Rules, 1955 the Indian 
Standards Institution hereby notifies that the Standard Mark(s), design(s) of wliich together with the verbal description of the designfs) 
and the titlc(s) of the relevant Indian Standard(s) are given in the Schedule hereto annexed, have been specified. 


These Standard Mark(s) for the purpose of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Act, 1952 and the Rules and Re- 
gulations framed thereunder, shall come info force with effect from 1 October, 1974 : 


SCHEDULE 

SI, Design of the Product/Class of Product 

Nd. Standard Mark 

No. and Title of the 
Relevant Indian 
Standard 

Verbal description of the Design of the Standard 
Mark 

1 2 3 

4 

5 


Soda ash, technical IS : 251-1962 Specification The monogram of the Indian Standards Institution 

for soda ash, technical consisting of letters TST drawn in the exact style 

(tensed) and relative proportions as indicated in Col. (2); 

the number of the Indian Standard being supers- 
cribed on the top side of the monogram as indicated 
m the design, 

Caustic soda, technical IS : 252-1962 Specification The monogram of the Indian Standards Institution 

for caustic soda technical consisting of letters TST, drawn in the exact style 

(revised) and relative proportions as indicated in Col. (2); 

the number of the Indian Standard being supers- 
cribed on the top side of the monogram as indicated 
in the design. 
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Common salt f or chemi- 
cal industries 


Bromine, technical 


Ammonium bromide, 
pure and analytical 
reagent 


Sodium bromide, pure 


Potassium bromide 


IS ; 797-1967 Specification 
for common salt for che- 
mical industries (first 
revision) 


IS : 2142-1962 Specification 
for bromine, technical 


IS ; 2723-1964 Specification 
for ammonium bromide, 
pure and analytical reagent 


IS : 2780-1964 Specification 
for sodium bromide, pure 


IS : 2797-1964 Specification 
for potassium bromide 


Soda ash, fused, technical IS : 6135-1971 Specification 
for soda ash, fused, te- 
chnical 


The monogram of the Indian Standards Institution, 
consisting of letters 'ISl', drawn in the exact stylo 
and relative proportions as indicated in Col. 2; 
the number of the Indian Standard being super- 
scribed on the top side of the monogram as indicated 
in the design. 

The monogram of the Indian Standards Institution, 
consisting of letters ‘ISl’ drawn in the exact style 
and relative proportions as indicated in Col. (2); 
the number of the Indian Standard being supers- 
cribed on the top side of the monogram a s indicated 
in the design. 

The monogram of the Indian Standards Institution, 
consisting of letters TSI’, drawn in the exact style 
and relative proportions as indicated in Col. (2); 
the number of the Indian Standard bein^ supers- 
cribed on the top side of the monogram as indicated 
in the design. 

The monogram of the Indian Standards Institution, 
consisting of letters ‘ISl’, drawn in the exact style 
and relative proportions as indicated in Col. (2); 
the number of the Indian Standard being supers- 
cribed on the top side of the monogram as indicated 
in the design. 

The monogram of the Indian Standards Institution, 
consisting of letters ‘ISl’ drawn in the exact style 
and relative proportions as indicated in Col. (2); 
the number of the Indian Standard being subs- 
cribed on the top side of the monogram as indicated 
in the design. 

The monogram of the Indian Standards Institution, 
consisting of letters ‘ISl’ drwn in the exact style and 
relative proportions as indicated in Col. (2); the 
number of the Indian Standard being superscribed 
On the top side of the monogram as indicated in 
the design. 


[No. CMD/13 : 9] 
A. K. GUPTA, Deputy Director General 
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SCHEDULE 


Limits of the National Newsprint and Paper Mills Limited, 
Nepanagar, fownshlp. 


SI. Name of Name of Name of Khasra Area 
No. District Tehsil Village Nos. in 

Acres 


1. East Nimar, Burhanpur Nepanagar Forest Compartment 
Khandwa No. 


1.. 395,42 

No. 8 426.64 
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9.88 
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11.89 
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49 (7)/71-^] 
no ^-o srPT, ffTT 

MINISTRY OF INDUSTRY & CIVIL SUPPUES 
Now Delhi, the 11th November, 1974 

S.O. 3225. — In c\crcise of the powers conferred by Section 3 
of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants) 
Act, 1971 (40 of 1971). the Central Government, hereby appo- 
ints Shri G.J. Kcdwani, , Legal Officer, National New-sprint and 
Paper Mills Limited, Nepanagar, a company within the meaning 
of item ( 1 ) of sub-clause (1) of clause (c) of Section 2 of the said 
Act, to be an estate officer for the purposes of the said Act and 
directs that he shall exercise the powers conferred and perform 
the duties imposed on the estate officer under the said Act, in res- 
pect of all categories of public premises, situated within the limits 
specified in the Schedule annexed hereto. 


[No, 49(7)/71 -Paper] 
A. K. Ghosh, Add!, Secy. 

(TPTf'PIt <^7(1 fTWPr) 
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[TITo To 12 ( 21 ) STTt oStc/71] 
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^ frrm 
(T^'tf'Tq-’T PfJTTT) 

^ 1 G ^TTHTT, 19 7 4 


MINISTRY OF INDUSTRY & CIVIL SUPPLIES 
(Depaitmcnt of Civil Supplies & Cooperation) 

New Delhi, the 25th Novcmhei, 1974 

S.O. 3226. — ^Tbe Cential Government having considered 
in consultation with the Forward Markets Commission, the 
application for renewal of recognition made under Section 5 
of the Forward Contracts (Regulation) ,\ct, 1952 ( 74 of 
1952) by the Centr.al India Commercial Exchange Limited, 
Gwalior, and being satisfied that it would be in the interest 
of the trade and also in the public interest so to do, hereby 
giants, in exercise of the powers conferr'-d by Section 6 of 
the 'aid Act, recognition to the said Exchange for a furth'-i 
period of one year from the 26th November, 1974 upto the 
55th November, 1975 (both days inclusive) m respect of 
foiwaid contracts in gur. 

2 The iccognition hereby granted is subject to the condi- 
tion that the said Exchange shall comply with such directions 
.IS may from time to time be given by the Forward Markets 
Commission. 

[F No 12(21 )-IT/741 


wf fkMf, 2 8 19 74 
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[9Tro po 12(20)-9n^offl'o/74] 

%!> Tr9Tp7r>T, rrpTT 


New Delhi, the 28th November, 1'974 

S.O. 3227. — The Central Government having considered 
in consultation with the Foi-ward Markets Commission the 
application for renewal of recognition made under Secdon 5 
of the Forward Contracts (Regulation) Act, 1952 (74 of 
1952) by the Hansi Punjab Commercial Exchange Ltd., Hansl, 
and being satisfied that it would be in the interest of the 
trade and also in the public interest so to do, hereby grants, 
in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 6 of the said 
Act, recognition to the said Exchange for a further period of 
gne year from the 13th lanuary, 1975 to the 12th lanuary. 
1976 (both days inclusive) in respect of forward contracts in 
cottonseed. 

2. The recognition hereby granted is subject to the condi- 
tion that the said Exchange shall comply with such directions 
as may, from time to time, be given by the Forward Mar- 
kets CommlMion 

[F. No I2(20)-rr/74] 
K. RAMANUJAM, It. Secy. 
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16 

1175 

0 

05 

44 



2135/1 

0 

05 

92 

1174 

0 

00 

16 



2135/2 

0 

00 

96 

1170 

0 

06 

SR 



2136 

0 

05 

60 

1 168 

0 

01 

28 



2138 

0 

00 

16 

1169 ‘ 

0 

10 

40 



2139/3 

0 

1 1 

52 

1 147 

0 

03 

48 



2139/2 

0 

09 

12 

1148 

0 

05 

12 



2139/1 

0 

03 

04 

1118 

0 

01 

76 



2142 

0 

06 

88 

1117 

0 

01 

80 



2144 

0 

13 

28 

1110 

0 

04 

48 



2145 

0 

06 

56 

1109 

0 

08 

32 



2605 

u 

08 

09 

1108 

0 

01 

06 



2208 

0 

04 

05 

1107 

0 

01 

08 



3204/1 

0 

07 

20 

1032 

0 

02 

56 



2205 

0 

00 

04 

1025 

0 

03 

24 



2202 

0 

02 

0 3 

1023-1- 1024 

0 

04 

00 



2203 

0 

12 

60 

1022 

0 

01 

92 



2200 

0 

00 

80 

1019 

0 

02 

36 



2194 

0 

00 

32 

1018 

0 

03 

20 



2193 

0 

22 

52 

1017 

0 

06/1 

52 



2184/1 

0 

19 

68 

856 

0 

09 

44 



21184/2 

0 

02 

24 

857 

0 

0 3 

68 



2279 

0 

19 

30 

858 

0 

04 

00 



2280 

0 

00 

64 

852 

0 

03 

20 



2272 

0 

0 3 

91 
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1 


2 

3 

4 

5 

3277 

0 

03 

01 

2276 

0 

07 

28 

2275 

0 

0 3 

20 

2318 

0 

00 

16 

2274 

0 

10 

24 

2319 

0 

1 1 

52 

243B 

0 

1 3 

28 

2439 

0 

08 

80 

2436 

0 

15 

36 

2498 

0 

20 

00 

2500 

0 

1 1 

52 

1817 

0 

00 

32 

2506 

0 

36 

80 

1810 

0 

10 

98 

1809 

0 

01 

76 

1 806 

0 

no 

96 

1799 

0 

14 

56 

1798 

0 

06 

40 

1794 

0 

04 

48 

1800 

0 

07 

52 

1671 

0 

08 

96 

1672 

0 

22 

56 

1674/1 

0 

08 

00 

1674/1 

0 

04 

1 6 

167.5/2 

0 

1 1 

84 

1676 

0 

07 

04 

1607/1 + 2 

0 

08 

96 

IHOS/l 

0 

04 

00 

1608/2 

0 

03 

68 

1H08/3 

0 

1 1 

04 

1 595/2 

0 

00 

76 

1 584/1 

0 

10 

12 

1 583/4) 

0 

06 

07 

1587 

0 

01 

26 

1588 

0 

12 

65 

1590 

0 

05 

06 

1589 

0 

03 

04 

r.5 4 1 

0 

07 

08 

1546 

0 

02 

83 

1545 

0 

04 

30 

15 44 

0 

09 

87 

1 152/2 

1 

31 

52 

1267 

0 

14 

16 

1268 

n 

15 

43 

1235 

0 

0 0 

76 

1 274 

0 

01 

77 

12 34/4) 

0 

26 

30 

1231 

0 

18 

40 

1 230 

0 

01 

44 

1229 

0 

1 5 

20 


1 


2 3 4 5 


1222 

0 

00 

48 

1217 

0 

1 3 

92 

1221 

0 

06 

88 

1219 

0 

01 

82 

1220 

0 

17 

44 


12017/4/74'^^^=r (^w/l] 

MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND CHEMICALS 
(Department of Petroleum) 

New Delhi, the 16th November, 1974 

S. O. 3228. — ^Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that it is necessary in the public interest that for 
the transport of petroluem from Salaya Pert in Gujarat to 
Mathura in Uttar Pradesh Pipelines should be laid by the India 
Oil Corporation, Limited. 

And wh;roas it appears that for the purpose of laying 
such Pipelines, it is necessary to acquire the Right of User in 
the land described in the schedule annexed hereto; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by subsection (1) of the section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act. 1962 (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declare its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein; 

Provide that any person interested in the said land 
may, within 21 days from the date of this not ification, object to 
the laying of the pipelines under the land to the Competent 
Authority, Indian Oil Corporation Limited, SaJaya-Koyali/- 
Mathura Pipeline Project "DOLI" 33-B Harihar Society, 
Rajkot, 

And every person making such an objection shall also state 
specifically whether the wishes to be heard in person or by a 
legal practitioner. 


SCHEDULE 

Taluka:- ANAND Distr et;- KHEDA GUJARAT STATE 


Village 


VASAD 


Survey No. 


Extent 


H. 

A. 

Sq. M, 

972/A 

0 

37 

25 

971/B 

0 

02 

88 

29 

0 

00 

80 

956 

0 

34 

08 

15/14 

0 

10 

25 

15/13 

0 

06 

50 

15/10 

0 

05 

75 

15/7 

0 

07 

23 

15/8 

0 

09 

23 

13/6 

0 

15 

04 

15/1 

0 

18 

33 

932 

0 

03 

55 

14 

■ 0 

00 

16 

976 

0 

06 

07 

878 

0 

04 

05 

876 

0 

09 

11 

1-2-3 

867/3 

0 

04 

05 

867/1 

0 

08 

09 

848/1 

0 

01 

01 

843 

0 

05 

06 
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1 


5 


VASAD (oontd)— . . . . 


ADAS 


844/3 

0 

05 

06 

845 

0 

05 

06 

846 

0 

07 

08 

749 

0 

02 

02 

750 

0 

11 

13 

751-1 

0 

04 

05 

791 

0 

02 

03 

790/1 

0 

07 

08 

788 

0 

06 

07 

787/3 

0 

06 

07 

786 

0 

06 

07 

783/1 

0 

08 

10 

781 

0 

04 

05 

782 

0 

•d 

01 

675 

0 

03 

31 

677/1 

0 

08 

50 

680 

0 

00 

80 

682 

0 

00 

96 

681 

0 

07 

36 

661 

0 

03 

50 

660 

0 

10 

00 

662 

0 

00 

48 

659 

0 

00 

16 

658 

0 

04 

75 

647 

0 

04 

96 

641 

0 

05 

44 

642 

0 

00 

08 

638/1 

0 

0 

32 

640/2 

0 

06 

40 

639/3 

0 

08 

64 

700 

0 

07 

52 

698 

0 

13 

44 

696 

0 

03 

36 

694 

0 

05 

28 

679 

0 

07 

20 

662 

0 

06 

08 

677 

0 

04 

10 

663 

0 

00 

80 

676 

0 

03 

68 

675 

0 

04 

14 

674 

0 

08 

32 

666 

0 

03 

36 

668 

0 

00 

16 

670 

0 

02 

72 

669 

0 

04 

00 

671 

0 

02 

02 

602 

0 

04 

05 

603/3 

0 

01 

01 

603/2 

0 

00 

58 

603/1 

0 

02 

75 

605 

0 

02 

75 

604 

0 

01 

05 

582 

0 

01 

25 

580 

0 

03 

85 

579 

0 

15 

08 

575 

0 

01 

60 

574 

0 

09 

12 

563 

0 

02 

02 

562 

0 

07 

09 

565 

0 

03 

52 

566/3 

0 

05 

06 

566/2 

0 

02 

88 

566/1 

0 

02 

88 

567/2 

0 

07 

09 

567/1 

0 

00 

64 

554 

0 

04 

05 

422/5 

0 

00 

75 

429 

0 

07 

00 

430 

0 

03 

50 

442 

0 

05 

00 

441 

0 

02 

25 

444 

0 

07 

36 

445 

0 

01 

60 

447 

0 

00 

32 

446/6 

0 

03 

20 

446/3 

0 

04 

00 

446/2 

0 

02 

08 

446/1 

0 

00 

20 

452 

0 

03 

68 



NAPAD (VANTO) 


VADOD 


2 


3 

4 

5 

454 


0 

00 

16 

453 


0 

05 

28 

465 


0 

04 

16 

462 


0 

05 

44 

461 


0 

04 

96 

460 


0 

00 

12 

145 


0 

08 

64 

165 


0 

00 

80 

146/2 


0 

04 

96 

146/1/B 


0 

01 

60 

146/1/A 


0 

03 

36 

147/1 


0 

04 

64 

149 


0 

11 

20 

150 


0 

07 

20 

151 


0 

01 

92 

152 


0 

04 

48 

133 


0 

16 

00 

130 


0 

11 

52 

597 


0 

01 

01 

598 


0 

10 

12 

601 


0 

09 

10 

608 


0 

09 

11 

809 


0 

07 

08 

626 


0 

03 

03 

628 


0 

08 

09 

617 


0 

00 

16 

606 


0 

12 

00 

605 


0 

08 

32 

604 


0 

09 

44 

603 


0 

02 

56 

602 


0 

02 

28 

593/2 


0 

06 

24 

593/1 


0 

00 

96 

592 


0 

02 

25 

594 


0 

05 

76 

515 


0 

10 

40 

516 


0 

10 

75 

517 


0 

04 

75 

502/3 


0 

01 

75 

502/2 


0 

04 

80 

501 


0 

07 

36 

500 


0 

07 

00 

499 


0 

01 

25 

449/5 


0 

00 

25 

449/4 


0 

03 

50 

449/3 


0 

01 

37 

450 


0 

06 

85 

451 


0 

06 

75 

465/2 


0 

07 

08 

465/1 


0 

05 

25 

464 


0 

03 

84 

463 


0 

04 

32 

461 


0 

06 

24 

460 


0 

00 

32 

257 


0 

08 

96 

256 


0 

06 

40 

255 


0 

01 

92 

261 


0 

04 

04 

263 


0 

10 

24 

364 


0 

23 

36 

266 


0 

26 

40 

268/1 


0 

13 

12 

269 


0 

00 

58 

211 


0 

03 

84 

202/A/2 


0 

30 

40 

202/A/l 


0 

10 

24 

203 


0 

23 

04 

204 


0 

00 

64 

200 


0 

08 

00 

199 


0 

23 

36 

198 


0 

04 

80 

47/3 


0 

02 

88 

48 


0 

05 

92 

49/6 


0 

00 

08 

49/5 


0 

03 

36 

49/4 


0 

01 

44 

49/3 


0 

02 

08 

49/2 


0 

00 

40 

60 


0 

05 

76 
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. ™ 

' 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

VADOD (contd.) 

61 

0 

02 

72 

62 

0 

03 

84 


64 

0 

03 

84 


65 

0 

15 

04 


70 

0 

08 

35 


67/3 

0 

00 

08 


67/1 

0 

06 

32 


1423 

0 

10 

34 


1424 

0 

03 

50 


1421 

0 

09 

92 


1422 

0 

04 

96 


1415 

0 

06 

40 


1417/3 

0 

00 

32 


1417/2 

0 

07 

20 


1417/1 

0 

00 

32 

HADOOOD 

28/2 

0 

09 

12 


28/1 

0 

00 

64 


29/1/2 

0 

04 

00 


29/1/1 

0 

01 

60 


29/2/1 /A 

0 

01 

76 


29/2/ 1/B 

0 

00 

25 


25 

0 

00 

32 


24 

0 

05 

60 


23/2 

0 

03 

68 


23/1 

0 

02 

24 


22 

0 

00 

50 


32 

0 

02 

72 


33 

0 

10 

40 


42 

0 

05 

12 


41 

0 

04 

35 


37 

0 

05 

28 


38 

0 

02 

72 


61 

0 

04 

88 


60/3 

0 

00 

20 


60/2 

0 

07 

68 


60/1 

0 

06 

40 


59/1 

0 

02 

40 


64 

0 

01 

60 


65 

0 

11 

20 


68/3 

0 

06 

08 


68/1 

0 

06 

72 

ANAND 

1644 

0 

78 

08 


1281 

0 

00 

32 


1282 

0 

05 

44 


1299 

0 

07 

68 


1300/1 

0 

03 

52 


1298/2 

0 

01 

92 


1298/1 

0 

05 

44 


1294 

0 

03 

36 


1295 

0 

05 

98 


1253 

0 

03 

18 


1254 

0 

00 

64 


1245 

0 

04 

16 


1246 

0 

07 

68 


1240/5—6 

0 

00 

96 


1240/4 

0 

06 

40 


1340/3 

0 

03 

68 


1240/2 

0 

01 

76 


1241/3 

0 

00 

32 


1241/2 

0 

02 

40 


1241/1 

0 

02 

72 


1238/1+2 

0 

06 

40 


1321 

0 

01 

12 


1326/A 

0 

05 

60 


1324 

0 

02 

72 


1177 

0 

02 

56 


1176 

0 

08 

00 


1175 

0 

05 

44 


1174 

0 

00 

16 


1170 

0 

06 

88 


1168 

0 

01 

28 


1169 

0 

10 

40 


1147 

0 

03 

48 


1148 

0 

05 

12 


1118 

0 

01 

76 


1117 

0 

00 

80 


1110 

0 

04 

48 


1 


2 


ANAND (conti..) 1109 

1103 
1107 
1032 
1025 

1023 + 1024 

1022 

1019 

1018 

1017 

856 

«S7 

858 

852 

853 

848-849 

847 

726 

727 

728 
821 

816 + 1 + 2 

815 

814 

734/1 to 7 
737 
619 
618 


BAKROL 2091 

2090 
2094 
2089 
2088 
2099 
2104 
2101 
2123 
2122 
2134 
2131 
2135/1 
2135/2 
2136 
2138 
2139/3 
2139/2 
2139/1 

2142 

2144 

2145 
2605 
2208 
2204/1 
2205 
2202 
2203 
2200 
2194 
2193 
2184/1 
2184/2 

2279 

2280 
2272 
2277 
2276 
2275 

2318 
2274 

2319 
2438 


2439 

2436 

2498 

2500 

1817 

2506 

1810 

1809 


3 

4 

5 

0 

08 

32 

0 

01 

08 

0 

01 

08 

0 

02 

56 

0 

03 

24 

0 

04 

00 

0 

01 

92 

0 

02 

56 

0 

03 

20 

0 

06 

52 

0 

09 

44 

0 

03 

68 

0 

04 

00 

0 

03 

20 

0 

00 

64 

0 

14 

40 

0 

02 

56 

0 

08 

64 

0 

02 

08 

0 

04 

96 

0 

04 

96 

0 

05 

28 

0 

00 

48 

0 

03 

52 

0 

24 

00 

0 

00 

96 

0 

00 

20 

0 

08 

96 

0 

02 

72 

0 

07 

04 

0 

02 

40 

0 

03 

68 

0 

03 

04 

0 

05 

60 

0 

00 

80 

0 

04 

64 

0 

04 

48 

0 

03 

20 

0 

08 

00 

0 

00 

16 

0 

05 

92 

0 

00 

96 

0 

05 

60 

0 

00 

16 

0 

11 

52 

0 

09 

12 

0 

03 

04 

0 

06 

88 

0 

13 

28 

0 

06 

56 

0 

08 

09 

0 

04 

05 

0 

07 

20 

0 

00 

04 

0 

02 

03 

0 

12 

60 

0 

00 

80 

0 

00 

32 

0 

22 

52 

0 

19 

68 

0 

02 

24 

0 

19 

36 

0 

00 

64 

0 

03 

91 

0 

03 

91 

0 

07 

28 

0 

05 

20 

0 

00 

16 

0 

10 

24 

0 

11 

52 

0 

13 

28 

0 

08 

80 

0 

15 

36 

0 

20 

00 

0 

11 

52 

0 

00 

32 

0 

36 

80 

0 

10 

88 

0 

01 

76 
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1 

BAKROL (contd 


.) 1806 

1799 
1798 
1794 

1800 

1671 

1672 
1674/1 
1 674/3 
1675/2 
1676 

1607/1 +2 
1609/1 
1608/2 
1 608/3 
1595/2 
15S4/I 
1583/P 

1587 

1588 
1590 
1580 
1541 
1546 
1545 
1544 

1 1 52/2 

1267 

1268 
1235 
1274 

1 234/P 
1231 
1230 
1229 
1222 
1217 
1221 

1219 

1220 


1 

4 

5 

0 

00 

96 

0 

14 

56 

0 

06 

40 

0 

04 

48 

0 

07 

.52 

0 

08 

96 

0 

22 

56 

0 

08 

00 

0 

04 

16 

0 

11 

84 

0 

07 

04 

0 

08 

96 

0 

04 

00 

0 

03 

68 

0 

11 

04 

0 

00 

76 

0 

10 

12 

0 

06 

07 

0 

01 

26 

0 

12 

65 

0 

OS 

06 

0 

03 

04 

0 

07 

08 

0 

02 

52 

0 

04 

30 

0 

09 

87 

1 

31 

52 

0 

14 

16 

0 

15 

43 

0 

00 

76 

0 

01 

77 

0 

26 

30 

0 

18 

40 

0 

01 

44 

0 

15 

20 

0 

00 

48 

0 

13 

92 

0 

06 

88 

0 

01 

28 

0 

17 

44 
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35 

29 


1 6 
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13 

1 5 
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26 

30 


1 1 

0 

1 fa 

19 


1 55 

0 

22 

16 


1 54 

0 

23 

34 


146 

0 

03 

OJ 


1 50 

0 

24 

28 


149 

0 

19 

12 


9 

0 

05 

06 


1 0 

0 

n fj 

29 


esift/i 

0 

65 

7 fa 


6 5 31/ 2 

0 

22 

26 


65 ifl/a 

0 

01 

03 


32 3I 

0 

1 1 

13 


13 31 

0 

21 

24 


107 'll 

n 

J4 

40 


66/1 /'ll 

0 

19 

'll 

'<<13 IT' 

US 

0 

5 1 

60 


13b_ 

n 

20 

21 


1 19 

0 

06 

07 


1 14/ 1 

0 

18 

21 


134/2 

0 

05 

0 6 


121/1 

0 

1 0 

12 


121/2 31/ 1 

0 

1 J 

1 5 


121/2 '4/2 

0 

1 M 

2b 


112/2 

0 

0 1 

0 1 


112/1 

n 

09 

1 1 


11 ]/l 

0 

1 2 

1 4 


1 09/ 1 

0 

19 

2 2 


109/2 

i 

03 

04 


108 41 

0 

08 

09 



3507 


Sec. 3 rii)l THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : DECEMBER 7, 1974/Ar,RAHAYANA 16, 1896 


1 


vuM'inr 




2 

3 

4 

5 

4/3 'ft 


07 

08 

4/2 

0 

23 

27 

n/ 1 'It 

0 

21 

25 

fi/.i >fr 

II 

16 

14 

.s/4 ift 

u 

00 

72 

6 0 fr 

0 

16 

14 

38S 'ft 

0 

17 

20 

. 37 s / 1 tft 

0 

1 7 

20 

377/2 'ft 

(1 

15 

18 

374 'ft 

0 

O') 

1 1 

3 7 .3 qf 

0 

13 

1 5 

358 'ft 

0 

06 

07 

359 'ft 

n 

24 

28 

357/1 

0 

10 

12 

3 57/2 

0 

25 

29 

356 

0 

09 

t 1 


[hw 12017 / 4 / 74 -^ n^W/ 2 ] 


S.O. 3229. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the public interest that for the transport 
of petroleum from Saiaya Port in Gujarat to Mathura in Uttar 
Pradesh Pipelines should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation 
Limited. 

And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying 
such Pipelines, it is necessary to acquire the Right of User in 
the land described in the schedule annexed hereto ; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of the section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act. 1962 (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declare its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein ; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land 
may, within 21 days from the date of this notification, object 
to the laying of the pipelines under the land to the Competent 
Authority, Indian Oil Corporatiol Limited, Salsya-Koyali/ 
Mathura Pipeline Project, "DOLI” 33rB, Harihur Society, 
Rajkot. 

And every person making such an objection shall also 
state specifically whether he wishes to be heard in person or 
by a legal practitioner. 


SCHEDULE 

Taluka ; WANKANER District ; RAJKOT GUJARAT 

STATE 
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Survey No. 
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S.O.3210.— Whereas it appears to the Central Govern- 
ment that it is necessarv in the public interest that for the transport 
of petroleum from Salaya Port in Gujarat to Mathura in Uttar 
Pradesh Pipelines should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation 
Limited. 


And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying 
such Pipelines, it is necessary to acquire the Right of User 
in the land described in the schedule annexed hereto ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of th; section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 (30 of 1962) 
the Central Government hereby declare its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein : 


Provided that any person intrersted in the said land 
may, within 21 days from the date of this notification, object 
to the laying of the pipelines under the land to the Competent 
Authority, Indian Oil Corporation Limited, Salaya-Koyali/ 
Mathura Pipeline Project, “DOLI" 33-B, Harihar .Society, 
Rajkot. 

And every person making such an objection shall also 
state specifically whether the wishes to be heard in person or 
by a legal practitioner. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluka ; PADDHARI District ; RAJKOT GUJARAT 
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Extent 




H. 

A, 

Sq. M 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

HADMATIA 

. 209 

0 

27 

43 


208 

0 

03 

40 


134 

0 

' 15 

00 


140 

0 


54 


136 

0 

i 23 

96 


139 

0 

ik JO 

97 


138 

0 

47 

01 


116 

0 

23 

84 


118 

0 

04 

57 


109 

0 

20 

00 


108 

0 

09 

14 


107 

0 

40 

05 


86 

0 

25 

61 


84 

0 

24 

87 

MOTl-CHANOL 

, 51 

0 

44 

65 


52 

0 

08 

78 


50/1 

0 

19 

76 


50/2 

0 

17 

38 


49/1 

0 

23 

70 


49/2 

0 

31 

29 


48/1 

0 

16 

47 


48/2 

0 

16 

47 


43 

0 

27 

45 


44 

0 

45 

75 


4 

0 

15 

37 

NANl-CHANOL . 

. IP. 

0 

81 

25 

VANPARI . 

. 61P. 

0 

18 

30 


60P/1 

0 

17 

38 


60P/2 

0 

18 

30 


59P/1 

0 

35 

81 


59P/2 

0 

27 

43 


58P 

0 

18 

30 


56P 

0 

27 

45 


52P 

0 

55 

99 


49P 

0 

35 

31 


48P 

0 

37 

43 


47P/1 

0 

38 

24 


47P/2 

0 

31 

31 


47P/3 

0 

32 

94 


43P 

0 

01 

28 


44P 

0 

22 

87 


43P 

0 

02 

00 


40P 

0 

25 

25 


39P 

0 

27 

81 


38P 

0 

35 

75 


34P 

0 

50 

32 


33P 

0 

29 

26 

BODIGHODI 

. 120P 

0 

14 

94 


1I7P 

0 

27 

45 


I16P 

0 

16 

83 


115P 

0 

32 

94 


113P 

0 

14 

64 

PADDHARI 

. 18 

0 

15 

48 


442 

0 

22 

86 


60 

0 

10 

08 


447 

0 

30 

60 


57 

0 

18 

80 


448 

0 

21 

60 


79 

0 

07 

74 


78 

0 

09 

18 


106 GI/74— 8, 



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA DECEMBE 


PADDHARI— conld 


RAMPAR MOTA 


1 4 1 


0 09 


0 39 

0 30 


0 08 
0 (10 
0 2': 
0 «. 
0 K3 

10 (y> 

0 28 
0 48 

0 07 

0 35 

0 10 
0 26 
0 35 


0 03 

0 04 


R 7, 1974/AGRAHAYANA 16, 1896 [Part II— 

^ Riw 575^ if TRTTfr 

«T FfTT'rr % ttTir r 84 wt4T 

trrnn 4iH=T Frrf 'qi i 

ifl': ITT. R?r>f jrrfsrqTT'l' % 'itt *rffjfiT44 am h tt- 

■gm ( 1) if iRtfR grqrrr qft Fqrr ^ qt i i 

wrff, ITT: *mfR 4 m fqq'r^ tt fr^K qnir Sf 

Tfrnq rq ?t6j^[=44T r if RTmt r ttrVt 

>n rTiwt^ srfirv ■fr fVfHfTRR frm ^ i 

«r?, RT RT7 RfrjfRRR ^ 'Jin h Tf TTOt^T ( I ) jm 
iirfiu qrr wrq qrj-R jrr jrvA,-rr rrfr^gm RifTR 

Jf IT TR irfgfRRT 4 RRRT R HfiffTR RTT RfWT R 

RTimr fr Tffsrqrp: 'nxRHrnR firwR T shirr T W ir^sft 
wfspr ITrt iTPR )f I 

5iV, «mf RR am ift ttut’t (q) jin star qrPwT qn 
soffir qrfR TRftR Rqqrrr Tff ^ T rrr rIritt r rtrK 
RT wfiTATv: ^sRfpT RRTT if firiTR T artr iR flV sn^fRif 
ilR WTA'PT if, R»ff SOSiTt R tpPT wR R, TR RtRR T RfHlTR Tr 
rR Rnffw Tr fRfTr sirt i 


DUNGARtCA 


haghi 


27 

28P/I 

28P/2 

20P/I 

20P/2 

19 

18 

77 to 82 
83 
75 
74 
86 

93 

94 

103 

104 
102 
103 
109 


0 32 

0 36 

0 31 

0 03 

0 43 

0 05 

0 35 

0 14 

0 28 
0 40 

0 53 

0 42 

0 40 

0 17 

0 27 

0 18 
0 18 
0 19 

0 24 

0 24 

0 40 

0 28 
0 12 
0 08 
0 16 
0 07 

0 18 
0 10 
0 07 

0 18 


[No. 12017/4'74*L&I /III] 


CRT RW RTRUT-l? % RITPR-Zy RC TTiTTRTTR fRRiT T fR^ 


Rf fARff, 18 RRRT, 147 3 

crc WH-' .32 3 1 — RT R^'TRR, 'TTWTTtR ( »j1r T. 
RRRtR T RTSnT cr rTt) RfrjffiRR, in 112 ( I9(i2 RT 50) qff 
ERR ,t Rf RTRIR ( I ) R R'ftR RTR 'KRT' R RflftWR ffk 
trPTR fiRT niTR RT^ RRTRR (ifTrlTRR fifRTR) ifff Rf 51^941 
CruRToRp 17 0. RrifR J2'(;-7 1 Rin RqflR RtiTP' if TR 


’ iprnw rrr^wrr ; *r?TT^ 


r^'^T-Ha hT^i 

RtR RR^ RRAT 

^RTT 

TTo 

^otT i> 



itnTofo 

<3[T^ Cl t" 1.1 

llTRf^ . . fi9 7/2/rr 

U 

0 5 

3 7 

H97/ 1 

0 

0 3 

4 2 

691/2 

n 

02 

6 6 

69 2/'TmfT 

0 

04 

.19 

12'ij\ 

0 

1 0 

h 1 

7 2 2/2 

0 

00 

SO 

687 

0 

07 

:<2 

68 5 

0 

1 (1 

47 

68 4 

(J 

9 4 

86 

68 T 

6 

03 

6 (t 

Rr^:fR 

6 

0 0 

.5 0 

(1 7 1 / 1 

n 

0 2 

5 0 

n72/ 1 

0 

00 

5(( 


(\ 

12 

09 

074 

0 

10 

98 

h 7 Sj 1 

0 

0,'H 


(17.8/ 1 

0 

(15 

(il 

H7 8/2 

0 

0 5 

9,9 

077 

6 

0 5 

y8 

039 

0 

02 

9.3 


[ffo 1 20 1 (l/.5/74-pRT^nR] 



3511 


Sec, 3(ii)] THE GAZEITE OF INDIA ; DECEMBER 7, 1974/AGRAHAYANA 16, 1896 


Now Delhi, the 18th November, 1974. 


S. O. i2H . — Wheicas by a notificauon of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of I’elrolcijni and ChcmioaK (Depart- 
ment of Petroleum) S.O, No. 1736 dated 72-6-74 under sub-sec- 
tion (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum Plpclinos (Acquisition 
of Right of User in land) Act, 1963 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared i is intention to acquire the Right of User 
in the lands specified in the schedule appended to that noti- 
fication for the purpose of laying pipelines; 

And wheicas the Compolent Authority has under sub- 
section (1 ) of section 6 of the said Act, submiited report to tlte 
Government; 

And further whereas the Central Government has 
after considering the said report, decided to acquire the right 
of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification; 

Now therefore in exercise of iho Power conferred by 
sub-section (])of the section 6of the said Act, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby declares that the right of user m the said lands 
specified in the schedule appended to this notification hereby 
required for laying the pipelines; 

And further in exercise of the powers confcired by sub- 
section (4) of that section, the Central Government directs that 
the right of user in iho said lands shall instead of vesting in the 
Central Government vest on this date of the publication of this 
declaration in the Gil & Natural Gas Commission free from 
all encumbrances. 


SCHhDULt 

For laying pipelines from Vtell No. Sanand-17 to Sanand-27. 

State : GUJARAT Taluku ; liistnct ; MFHSAN 5 

KALOL 

Village. Survey No. Hec- Are, P. 
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0 05 98 
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0 02 93 
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F fi^n - 


5TT4 

ipm4 

44^54. 545 ) fs'i 1 

545 ) 

u5<ilni 



4)5 

4?W'I7 444) 


rfo’pTF'o ^0 

ITo 




f 0 

■^0 jcrr^o 

f i) 

475) 


19 5 5 

0 

1 4 

45 



57=07) ‘1=45 

0 


5 5 



J 8 5 1 

0 

OD 

2.9 



1 S 5.3 

0 

1 7 

1 1 


[4541 l2Uli,/lu/74-n4rriiTrr4 /i] 


New Delhi, the 19th Novembei, 1974 

S.O. 3232. — Wheieas n appcius to the Central Govern- 
ment thill it is necessary m Inc public inlciest that lor the 
transport of petroleum Irom WHI K.:idi-4 to CjCiS in 
tiiijai'at Stale Pipelines should be laid by the Oil & 
Nuliiral Gub Commission; 

And wheicas it appeals that foi the puiposc of laying 
such Pipelines, it is nccevsary to acquire the Right ot User 
ill the land described in the schedule annexed hcicto: 

Now, ihciefoic, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
.sub-section (1) of the section 3 ot the Petroleum Pipe- 
lines (Aaiuisilion of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 
1 5() of 1962), the Central Government hereby dcclaies 
Its mlentlon to acquire the light of user therein; 

Provided that any person " interested In the said land 
may, wilhin 21 days from the date of this notification, 
object to the laving of the pipelines under the land to 
the Competent .\uUiority, Oil & Natural Gas Commission, 
Carnstruction A Mainleiumce Division, Makarpura Road, 
lUuoda-9. 

And every person making such an objection shall also 
state specifically whether he wishes to bo heard in iscisoii 
01 by a legal pi actitioner. 


Hajiput . . 69772/M 

697/1 
691/2 
692/Paiki 
722/1 
722/2 
687 
685 
684 
683 

Cart track 

671/3 

671/1 

672/2 

674 

675/1 

678/1 

678/2 

677 

639 
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SCHEDULE ' 

Eor Laying Pipeline from W.H.I. Kadi-4 to G.G.S. 

State: Gujarat Taluka : Kqdi District : 

Mehsana 

Village Survey No. Hec- Arc. P. 

tare. Are. 

KADI . .1855 ' 0 14 45 

V.P. Road 0 02 55 

1854 0 06 29 

1853 0 17 34 

[No. 120I6/10/74-L&L/I1 

Hrfo <TTo 323 3.' — ^ <hi gin I ^ 

»tPp flftr 4tT^ warwit51f%’pRPTTrstr4'FT4Y-i2 tT^fro Wo ptio 

^ 'rfratiPT ^ rnxr ^*0 srrfRpF Ihr 

srWI3T STTT ^rY arrfyrr | 

wYt tR tR sT'fPr ^PTT I Pr fPfYtfnRY »pY f<mR ^ srtfrapT 
% prtT Jr tjfrr JT tjrpfjfrr <rr srfsPttR 

5rf%rT +?'ii ipqi^ii'Tr ^ I 

W'T', wir 'Y'jYfT44 tir^T (tjrtr t fr 

^ ) WfaPfTM, (l962 >PT 50) 4?! ETITT 3 ^ 34W7T ( I ) 

yrrr ^rfwiYtfT srtfYfr 4n:t gtr %^YtT rrmr Jr ^'ETIr 
w wftmr 4iTJr 47 flw wr^rtr tYrrfffrrr 'frPn' PftrT 
t I 

grp? PfT ^ tjfir t pffTO 4!Yf 5trf^, ^ %■ tfY^ 
MHTOrg>T fropr ^ an^r rrSHT JnftpfrfY, rlw rptrr 
rpr trnrPr, ftarW rffr pwr, *mjn frt rckr -9 

"pY rnrltj % 2 1 fwf 4? tPPrr ftT 1 

tYtTT 1(0^4 4rrv|- grtrr *trPpT PrfJrlw ^ afY tt^ 
T^TIT ft? 44T 4^ ?Y ft? ^44^1 stffttTW: PT 

ftpfY ftfir »!PTnfY 4?! trrtfT i 


4?T4l'- J 2 Jr qfYo jfYo ifp 0 447 qr^P Ml ^4 ftTBiJr ^ 

<,i\/q : jijtptrp' irrtj4?T : 4 ?p^ ftiMi : R^rrprT 


qrq 

qq«q fftqr 

tq2T 

(To ^nTo ^0 1^0 
trTT 0 ^0 

1 

2 

3 

4 5 

qtrtfY 

1853 


in 

0 

0 


1849 


0 08 70 


[irwr 1 201 6/t o/74-p?r pw tpT/ 2 ] 


S.O. 3i233. — Whereas it appears to the Central Govern- 
ment that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transport of petroleum from Kadi 12 to QGS in Gujarat 


State Pipeliries should be laid by the Oil & Natural Gas 
Commission: 

And whereas it appears that for the purpoie of layins 
such Pipeifnes, it is necessary to acquire the Right of User 
in the land described in the schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section ( 1 ) of the section 3 of the Petroleum Pipe- 
lines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 
(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares 
its intention to acquire the right of user therein ; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land 
may, within 21 days from the date of this nodheation, 
object to the laying of the pipelines under the land to 
the Competent Authority, Oil A Natural Gas Commission, 
Construction & Maintenance Division, Makarpura Road, 
Ilaroda-9. 


And every person making such an objection shall also 
state specifically whether he wishes to be heard in person 
or by a legal practitioner. 

SCHEDULE 

For Laying Pipeline from Kadi-12 to G.G.S. 

State ; Gujarat Taluka : Kadi District : 

Mehsana 

Village Survey No. Hec- Are. P. 

tare. Arc. 

Kadi 1853 0 04 65 

1849 0 08 70 

[No. 12016/10/74-L&L/II] 

wno wto 3234. — qn. %?5Yq tmnT mt mfrtf ijYm t 
ft? ril'rftn ^ qiqvqq? ^ ftr ([jTTTrf < iSm if ?fo 66 ?! 
tfVo^o mjjo 6 7 W ^’rftTTq % qftq^ % ftfxr 

qrrr tPr rm qTqm jttt ftwf qrftY qtfttf i 

sfrr qtr. q^ swYtr ^ ^ ft? ft? ftlY m^tf Tf ftw % mfr- 

qpT firtf unH [q.a if qftpf ^(6? if iqqYq qq 

trftm grrm smmq? ft i 

m:, wq qiwnrq (wfq if ?mrq % wferR 

q?T wfdftqn , 1962 (i962 q?T sn) ^ qm 3 qY 

qqum ( 1 ) ffKi qq^' srftqqY 4 ?t qqYq qrrff ^ ^qlYq trrqtrr 
^ qflif qqqYq tt sriwn: srftRT qrrJr qr qqqr wtset tpr^urr 
tfrfqtr ft?qT ^ 1 

qiq# ft? TW if fifmra qhf wtfttr, tiF ^ ?fY^ 
qnrr snvr ftsft ^? ftrr rrenr srrfiiq?TfY, my smT 

qryftq? ihr wrqft, ftqftr qfVr qqnrPT qqrq, qqrrjrr YYTj 
qrYqr-g qY qq qfa^qqr qff npfqr if 2 1 ftqf ^ hYtt qr? qw 1 

*6?: ^ qrilq qr^lY tnqr ?t: sqftq fqftftqi: qi? »fY q?qq 
qiY.-ii ft? qqr qi^ niftni ^ fir qqqlY ^qrrj sqftqqr: qr ftrfi 
fisftr iqqqnfY qlY qrtq 1 
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WJ 4«Tr b6 4 »Wr fi7 TTCT 

?v ‘ 

r«iwi^ ^ 


TWJ : jpiTpT ^TFjVT ; iT^^mr Errr 4fr>TRT 


ir?STT!T *T53Tr rro PTro qlo 

i *rR t 


I ^ J 4 5 


<j 0 iJ ao 

6 0 02 “^2 


[’T»!'T7 ] 2 0 1 fa/ 1 o/ 7 4 -t^oO'i? trsfo/ 3 ] 


S.O. 3234. — Whereas it appears to the Ccntrai Oovern- 
nient that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transport of petroleum from Well No, 66 to CTF to Well 
No 67 in Gujarat State Pipelines should be laid by the Oil 
& Natural Gas Commission; 

And wheieas it appears that for the purpose of laying 
such Pipelines, it is necessary to acquire the Right of User 
in the land described in the schedule annexed hereto: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confeircd by 
sub-section ( I ) of the section 3 of the Petroleum Pipe- 
lines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act. 1962 
(.10 of 1962). the Central Government hereby declare.f 
its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Provided that any peison inteiestcd in the said land 
may, within 21 days from the date of this notification, 
object to the laying of the pipelines under the land to 
the Competent Authority, Oil & N.atural Gas Commission, 
Construction & Maintenance Division, Makarpum Road, 
Baroda-9. 

And eveiy person making such an objection shall also 
state specifically whether he wishes to be heaid in pci son 
or by a legal practitioner, 


SCHEDULE 


For Laying Pipieinc from Well No, 66. to G T. F. Well No. 67 

State ; Gujarat Taluka ■ Mchsana District ; 

Mchsana 


Village 

Survey No, 

Hec- 

tare 

Arc 

P 

Arc. 

Mehmadpura 

9 

0 

13 

80 


6 

0 

02 

52 


[No. 12016/10/74-L&L/1IIJ 


WIo WTo 3235. — qn 41-/1 q qfi q^ STtfr-T FtTT ? 

iqtftrff't h q^ trrqqqqT ? fit ijrri-rq rrvq if tVo ipo 
«>T4q- 1 qqt 4^'!Tqq i|7 qfrqijq 4r fqrr qrtfT fT«rT 

iN xtrqpT srrrT j 

nVr qq qK tpfPT jftqr Jt fqt ft'fV TrrqT ^ qq^sH 

% fiqTT nqi^nrcr 4 ijfq 4 qqqtq qq wfaw 

srrTT qrrTf triqrTP ^ i 


tPT, xw qTjqiTttpT h qqqpr^ xtfqqmr qq 

xitr) 'ffWqqqr, i9fa2 ( i9h2 tt so ) q?j trnrr j qft ■qqtrr’T 
( 1 ) arrr qrfqnqT qq trqpr "f^ u"'’!' 

^qqfq ft xtftrqtrr xtRh' qrrq qqxtTqf q^q qqqffFT qtfqq fqqrt 
g I 

qviq Tfq qfq- if fFqqtj 4 41# 

qiiNHi'^q ffwpt qt fru xtisifq qiftiqq^, ^■“7 

qnpffw fiA xrrqfq , firqW xfrr qri'TPT nvrrq, wrqrr rtT 
qThrr -9 >PT T^T wftig’rTT qrt trnfqr if 21 fqqT sflu' vr q+ar 1 

xftT fnn xTTsffq qisTT *qfwq qs qft qqqfi' 

qfbrr fV qqr 45 ^541 & hr "ttpA" ^qfiTFPir ; t\ 

qr fqqfr Wtr tqqqrtff qq qpfrq 1 

»jo nrrotnro ffev itYPT 1 q4t qit'niiH hreiq 

vrqq . qqrnq fqpri; ■r'ri qFj>PT'- qqrr 


— 



— — 

” 

rrwt 


TT 0 srrr 4) 13 

no 



f 0 srr’’ f 

0 1 

2 


4 

5 

99fa 

1 ) 

0 1 

9 5 

1 000 

(1 

Ofi 

7 5 

H£)9 

0 

U^) 

60 

998 

0 

1 1 

10 

OBS/Tto 

0 

Ml 

5 0 

98fa/qf“ 

tj 

0 8 

hO 

985/ 1 

D 

l)J 

5fa 

95.5/ 1 

0 

07 

0 8 

4 5 5/2 

0 

uo 

10 

9 5 5/ 3 

0 

01) 

80 

4 5 5/ 4 

(1 

()(.) 

50 

949 

0 

1 1 

25 

aas/ 1 

0 

0 2 

40 

840/ 1 

0 

U8 

10 

a 1 o/ 2 

0 

0 1 

OR 

8S5 

0 

1 3 

on 

ifqi ^4 

0 

uo 

60 

fl.S l/ 1 

0 

1 u 

4 0 

8 8 4/2 

0 

00 

3 5 

883/ 5 

0 

1 0 

10 

8 8 . 1/7 

0 

08 

20 

85fa/fa 

0 

02 

00 

85fa/7 

(1 

09 

faO 

8 4 8/ 1 

0 

OS 

10 

855/2 

1 ) 

0 1 

0 0 

8 . 55/1 

0 

0 0 

70 

S5l/ 1 

[) 

1 2 

90 

83l/4 

0 

no 

faO 

[qwt 1 J 

10 Ih / 10/ 7 

1 1 'J -IJ n 7^ 

./I] 
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S.O. 3235. — Whcrctiii it appeals to Iho Cential Govern- 
ment that it is necc-ssiirv in the pubJic interest that for the 
transport of pefrolcnm fiom D.K. to Dholka 1 in Giijaral 
State Pipelines should he laid by the Oil & Nutiiial Gas 
Commission; 

And wheieas it appears that for the purpose of laving 
such Pipelines, it is neecssary to acquire the Right of User 
in the land described in the schedule annexed hereto; 

Now. theicfore, in cxcieise uf the powers conferred by 
sub-section ( 1 ) of the section 3 of the Petroleum Pipe- 
lines t Acquisition oi Right of Ifser in landl Act, 1962 

(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares 
its intention to ncquiic the right of user therein; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land 

may, within 21 days from the date of this notlfictilion, 

object to the laying of the pipelines under the land to 
the Competent Authority, Oil & Natural Gns Coinmls.sion. 
Construction & Maintenance T3ivislon, Makarpura Road, 

Baroda-9. 

And ever> person making such an objection shall also 
state specllicallv whether he wishes to bo heard in person 
or by a legal pi actitioner. 


xiIt nr. i7?r jttIt gmr ^ fitr ftsff prrtri 5fr ftrtym if: 
SWTSPT- Jrpn P tyfp if Tptfpf ItfOTTV 

WfTn TVTTT STPrnpff [1 I 

XpT , STT ('iffiT Jf TtRFt % ttfsT^TT 

“PT srftjfiptTT, ]yfi2 ( i4ii2 ?rr ,sn ) ^ erm j ipV 

TTaTTf ( 1 ) 3 TO snrfT nf'tflq'r tpfm- wrt^ jp "Fm 

tr Txrir ittr ^rr pEprrr xrfttT irr tpmr rpT^PT 

urTT 1 

btf ■3T=r if fTHurj irri' f;iT#=r, 'qftT if 
TTWTTTft fjpppf % frrp SfTEgT Umn STftJJFrfr, fTH 

nrfFtT tTrafn , NnH stV tr^fir^r, 

n?, Td tT «fV mfrw it 21 fsTT Sp 

tT%tTT I 

xtV fmr spiff q ipxp qp^rr ^ stfiFfT Wrl^; tra 41 
5W)ir quop f% qqr qpT % fqr Ttprl ft 

TT fqrjft NTj swTPfr Tt ttm 1 


schedule 

For L.iying Pipeline from No. Dk to Dholka- 1. 

.Stale : Gujarat District : Kaira Taluka : 

Matar 




fronpoff,) 5T. i.ijifjfro jfro ri-p-s nni) TTTPlTAnTNmT 

xpjit: iprm ?rp=jTT ; qnft'T 'tt'Tt Rgmfn' 


Village 


1 

Radhu 


Survey No. 

Hec- 

tare 

Arc 

P 

Are 

- - 

— 

- - 

-- 

2 

3 

4 

5 

— 

- . _ 

— 

- 

996 

0 

04 

95 

lOOU 

0 

06 

75 

999 

0 

09 

60 

998 

0 

II 

40 

986/P 

0 

10 

50 

986/P 

0 

08 

60 

985/1 

0 

04 

56 

955/1 

n 

07 

08 

955/2 

0 

00 

10 

955/3 

0 

00 

80 

955/4 

0 

06 

50 

949 

0 

II 

25 

888/1 

0 

02 

40 

840/1 

0 

08 

40 

840/2 

0 

04 

08 

885 

0 

13 

00 

Carl 'I rack 

0 

00 

60 

884/1 

0 

10 

40 

884/2 

0 

00 

35 

883/5 

0 

10 

10 

883/7 

0 

08 

20 

856/6 

0 

02 

00 

856/7 

0 

09 

60 

848/1 

0 

03 

50 

855/2 

0 

04 

00 

855/1 

0 

06 

70 

851/1 

0 

12 

80 

851/4 

0 

06 

60 


LNu. 12016/10/74-1 AE, TV] 


Wffo StT--’ 3 236 — .JPT. pvinr qfr ppjpfrT r'HT g 

fq; ir sthwp f ipsRTp Tpnr if 1.34 

p non ,, rm„-sp^; ip|T h/rf'-ffm % Tfr^rr qt f^qu TITT 
ipT TdT mffrf ^ fftTlT ar-T htr,Ti -urmr qrfqp 1 


UTR fpqVrT ffWT nstr" q'rwrr 

i t 

1 2 :i 4 ,5 

ipsfPT , , 6 7,)/l u n 7 2 

069/2 U 06 Ull 

[TW 120 1 h/ 1 11 / 7 f-TT UT? n^j 5 ] 


S.O. 3236. — ^Whereas it appears to the Cciural Ooveni- 
nient that it is necessary in the public inleiest that lor the 
transport of pcti oleum from K-i34 to OGS-8 in Gujarat 
St.ite Pipelines should be laid by the Oil & Natural Gas 
Conrmission : 

.And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying 
such Pipelines, it is necessary to acquire the Right of User 
in the land described in the schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, m exercise or the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the section 3 of the Petroleum Pipe- 
lines ( ,\cquisitio.i of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 
(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares 
Its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land 
may, within 21 days from the date of this notillcation, 
object to the kiytng of the pipelines under the land to 
the Competent Authority, Oil Sc Natural Gas Commission, 
Construction Maintenance Division, Makarpura Road, 
rtaroda-9. 

And every person making such an objection shall also 
Mate specifically whether he wishes to be heard in person 
01 by a legal piactitloner. 
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SCHPOUI.L 

For Faying Pipeline I’rom l).S. Np. K-I34 lo G.G.S. 8 

Slate : Gnjarat Taluka : Kalol District : 

Mchsana 

Villiige Survey No. Hec- Aie P. 

lare Arc 

KALOL .... 673,1 0 11 72 

t.69;2 0 06 00 

[No. 12016/10, 74-(2i[ /V] 

VF’ WTt’ 3^37 — rfFr, irfn HHT f.H 

4 4? ifrrwsrlrfT If ^-aalr 

Tfr ifl 6rT/'rfr il rryR iprfl) ^ ^ qftJORT Eirr TITS 

tTTXS TTT lls ^rPTTT ffPT JiinT t 

iAt Ts; sifFT f'mr IMr rnrsi 'fs Ereis •Fotot 
% Etf nynsrrij tPT^ T Tfirs 'flfs ir ssms sir wftnirr 
■trfin' TTMT 'ttTwn ^ I 


S.O. 3237.“Wliefeas it appears to the Central Govern- 
niciu that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
tiansport of petroleum from DS NK-54 to GGS'CTF Kadi in 
CiUJ.\UAT ST.\TH Pipelines should be laid by the Oil and 
Niiturul Gas Commission: 

.And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying 
such Pipelines, it is necessary to acquire the Riglit of User 
in the land dcscrihtd in the schedule annexed hcicto: 

Now, therefore, in exercise ot the poweis conferred by sub- 
section ( 1 ) of the section 3 of the Petroleum Pin, ’.lines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962), the Central ( rovernment hereby declares its intention 
to acquire tbe right of user therein; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land in:i/, 
s'iihin 21 days from the dale of this notification, object to die 
laying of the pipelines under the land to the Competent 
,\ulhoritv. Oil and Natural Gas Commission, Construction 
and Maintenance Division. Makarpura Road, Baruda-y. 

And every person making such an objection shall also suite 
specifically whether he wishes to be heard in person or bv a 
legal practitioner. 

SCUFDULE 

For Laying Pipeline from D.S. NlC-54 to GGS/CTF K ADI, 


XH;, tit ^'tfWT TTWTTE^' ('flfT T dMhI'T ^ TtfsTTU 
xrtT) xtftrFPTB, D)ii'2 (i'Mi2 Tf .sfij tT umr :i ifT TTtim 
( 1 ) sm vrf^iff Ti ibfrT ruw t wt 

TIT PI mr wEfspR qfspT TTTT tit XPITT tnupi rnr^-pT TlfbT 
Frt I 

flp -iTT 'ijfT if fjTn tire ^rfipT, TT '1^ % :ft% 
TTimTTT fsfnTT % Etn: XTlWlT TW TTfvmfl, ^ AXtt T l^fd T 
flTtfpT, fTTW Xitr ^TIT JTTrT, At ^Vr-ti 

IT trftJT[TTT Tfr TFW T 21 frrf %lfpTT "Ur rpUn I 

xfrr ffTT STTWT TTTr tTTT JF. ttFpI Wrftre T?? Tf TITT 
fV wr TS Trarr k Fl ttA Tmt TrfvpT; fft tt Finfr 
frEr sTTTPff tE tpEt t 

XP^ 

tfs uTo rfTu TV- .S 4 4 Tff f Itfto nq; *FT^ TT7 

TTSTTTTT ftlTTT 


roKT ■ rpror 

TFpfiT. 

TT"?) 


tnr 

rftwer ftw 


u xrrr qft 




f 

xro t 

Tp^TTfJf 

. ,S3/1 

0 

09 1 


a 1/3 

0 

os» 

24 


St / 1 

(1 

0 0 



H 1 A n I TT7 
t’TTTT^ TT 

6 111 Oil 

^7l/- U 02 25 

9 27 fin 


[tITT 12010/l0/74-nTo itit? nsro/n] 


State : Gujarat 


Taliika : Kadi 

District : 




Mehsana 

Village 


Survey No. 

Hec- 

Are P. 




tare 

Are 

CHAT.ASAN 


. 82/1 

0 

09 12 



81/2 

0 

09 24 



81/1 

Cart Track 

0 

09 96 



between 8 1 
& 91 

0 

01 00 



91/2 

0 

02 25 



93 

0 

27 60 


[No. 1216/10/74-Landl., '. I] 

TTo XlTo 3 238;. — TT: %itEi TWTT Tt TW tpfpT ffW ft 
TTFAT T T? XTrT’TTI' ft flT ITrrq THiT ff (%- 1 7, 1 1 0 xAt 1 (i 3 
T Tr ^1 TT: TT; ftiflEm il Tfr^FT % Epr TTTT TTTT An T*4T 

jiT#pp ftT tnEPr amf^isTf ttht i 

uftr TT- ipt TtTt ?ftTT ft PP Eiff iqTTTtf TJ Erepf % TTITR 
s(7 Ept riT^TTTJ XTTg^ E irfipT ijEl T TWT TT XtEPPpr XiEpt 

+ tHI xlTTHqit, ft I 

XtTf', TT TIlflTTT Tl'iTTI'JT ('tEt T TTq'tT % xrfflTTT TT 

xrftr) xrftrfTTT, iu (,2 (1902 *111 .sn) iffV tttt .3 tT Truro 
( 1) sro WT uiEm't tt utW ttoi ^ qoMi, ft -jTft 
TPfrr TT xrfuw xriftn' rrot rr xmT xnurr rm^ro xfiErr 
fipn ft I 

rm fT TTTT 'ftfft ft (ftdtt4 tftf nrfftT, TT 'flftT ft fttft 
rmro^T Ijurt ft ffTT xrEftr tktt tnf'ftrr’ft, ftr tut q i ftifur. 
ftr xnftPT, fftftrT ftftn ftrvrrr r-rnr, wnjn s'-pr, fti 

TT xrfuft[TTT ftf TTftsT ft 31 fftftt ft ftfttr Trr ?TftnT t 

xiftr tftrT xrr^ rrft tttt ^ stErt fftiftfw' rp ftV luqT 
TtftnT [ft W TfT TTCTT ft fft TUftl Umf irqfftHST: ?fr TT fftftf 
fftfft attrqpft ftf TTtfiT I 
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1 7, 1 1 0, 1 nj JT TTWiTTlTT 


Ti;nr ■ q7iTi?t 




qfq 

377!^r 



qf 




i 

qR t 



0 

2 3 

1,3 


^)b J 

0 

1 , 1 

23 


9H0 

0 

112 

0 2 


y(j9 

(J 

03 

OS 


970 

n 

14 

79 


[TOTT 1201(S/1 

0 / 7 4 -n^o 

ne^ 

pqo/ 7 ] 


S.O. 3238.- — Wherciis it nppeais to the Central Clovern- 
ment that it li necessary in the public interest that for the 
transport ot petroleum from k.I7, 110 and 163 to C.T.F, in 
Gujarat State Pipelines should be laid by the Oil and Natural 
Gas Commission; 

And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying such 
Pipelines, it is necessary to acquire the Risht of User in the 
land described in the schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by .mb- 
section ( I ) of the section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
fAcqulsition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intentum 
to acquire the right of user therein; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 days fiora the date of this notification, object to the 
laying of the pipelines under the land to the Competent 
/\uthority. Oil and Natural Gas Commission, Construction 
and Maintenance Division, Makarpura Road, Baroda-9. 

And every person making such an objection shall also state 
specifically whether he wishes to be heard in person or bv a 
legal practitioner, 

SCHEDULE 

For Laying Piplcinc from Well Nos. K.-I7, 110, 163 to C. T. F. 


State : Gujarat District : Kalol Taluka ; 

Kalol 


Villasc 

Survey 

No. Hec- 

Are 

P. 



tare 


Arc 

SAIJ . 

. 959 

0 

23 

63 


963 

0 

64 

28 


960 

0 

02 

02 


969 

0 

03 

08 


970 

0 

14 

79 

— _ 

— 

— 






[No. 12016/10/74A & L/VIl] 


Ttt> 3239 — 4?) tTff tTtfPt f’TWT ^ Itt 
it m XrntTW t Nt ri^srrPT TH^t if (rriT%-ui if sfY 
pJT/if) ntp ^ntfV) TF if^rwr % aft fapr TTVT tTTW 

ftstt fltr wpfpt jm fatrstt ’ stfIY ^rfirn. i 

wV ir^. snrlq ^ ^ ntff smpff Sk ttqm 

^ fspr rpTTTTq^ qfq if tpT TTftPttn: ttf&PT 

XTPTBrpfT S' I 


XPT:, OT YftfOTF 'TnpptnftT 4 ■dqqpr % wfOTR ifTf 

stftrfiTOT, 19(12 (i9(j2 'fT .sn)iitH'rn' .3 
( 1 ) ITfT pqrT tTfifOTT W qifPr yn Yf 3W trrqtTT ^ lOT 
Tjqfq ^7r qfir^ UtrY ipr qtqr qfOT jttT qfftq 

fitqr ^ I 

qqif ftt Jr qrl ^ 

'Tf^T^rrsq fqwY Yr ffirp wfot tr^TT srrrtryrr^, %sr miTT 

itT qfflT, fTTfiT qfr Y? T Ff qqiq, FFqrr ffv, jnYTr -9 tY 

TT qitr^OTr qTr ^ 1^19 q 21 fjYf i yfl-rr qr qFTr 1 

qftr TTq-r qi'#r qr-Tf ffr fttfOT'^r q|f qf OTT 

qtYqr fr qqr qs saPm Ft qr fwft 

fqpT aqjpTrq) iff qraq I 

ff nrr ntrit-iji q 3rf TT) ttn-^rff^lntc^rif 




fYrtn : qjrarqr 

qk 


ftlCT f STR 

f 

tfr n 

qR i 


. 9 1 / 1-q 

0 95 

64 


9i/i-qf 

0 0 3 

60 


92 

0 03 

60 


9 J 

0 0 6 

48 

[qw 12016/l0/74-t^o qv¥ ttqo/g] 


qfo tffo tJOTt, -iT qfOT 


S.O. 3239. — Whereas it appears to the Central Govern- 
ment that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
Lian.spoiT of petroleum from NK-61 to GGS/CTF Kadi in 
Uiijarat Pipelines should be laid by the Oil and Natural Gas 
C ommission : 

And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying such 
Pipelines, it is necessary to acquire the Right of User m th.e 
land described in the schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferied by sub- 
section (1) of the section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962), the Central Government hereby declares vj intention 
to acquire the right of user therein; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land may. 
within 21 d,iys from the date of this notification, object to the 
laying of the pipelines under the land to the Competent 
Authority, Oil and Natural Gas Commission, Construetion 
and Maintenance Division. Makarpura Road, Baroda-9. 

And every person making such an objection shall also state 
specifically whether he wishes to be heard in person or by a 
legal practitioner. 
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SCHFDULL 


For Laying Pipeline from D.S. NK-61 to OOS/CTP Kadi 

State : Gujarat Talulta : Kadi District ; 

Mehsana 


Village 


CHALASAN 


Survey Hec- Are. P. 


No 

tare. 


Arc, 

91/1-A 

0 

05 

64 

9I/1-B 

0 

03 

60 

92 

0 

03 

60 

93 

0 

06 

48 


[No. 12016/10/74-L&r./Vm] 
P P. GUPTA, Dy. Secy. 


fif'T 

*1 Ir R '"''!! I 2 7 Hai^i ^ , 1974 

ftTo flTu 3240. — ipi-iuTT faap'ir wftrfrm, i960 

^ nm 5 tjipjm ( i ) % jjwot Jr jjwr 

fiMpiTad orfiWT Tt '^'1?! 61*11 % *11*16 RiuTi firfitttfi ^ *114 
aft siaftt ^ ft*!*) 61^91'*! aVi ^ 6 i 6 ^*i *6*41 ^ 






1 tTRJ jrWUSpstIT 23'1 1-74 HUT 5( l) tj^ n 

2 » 4 t afto HUe TTJpfttTnr 1 £ 1 - 3-7 4 HTtl !( l) (TH) J TTWR 

% 

HTPat^ 

Wf*rr 


3 lit 'JiaMl rii*i OTTT’TTU 19-3-74 H i si 5 ( 1 ) ( HHi ) 

P^^ifl^ftTPT 41*1; 
% StfiRrfH I 


4 rfto TiTo 19-11-74 HTTT 5 (l) (^t)-W^' 

fW wWtr 

I 

.1 isfV^iTHrro IJtrT 14-11-74 HTTT 5(l) (f)-HTjff 

6 * 1 ' Tn'ia % aPif 6 (H 


[rfW 1 l-27/7 3-mTo<t l] 

Vli“ 6 Pi*, 

aPTr 

MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE & IRRIGATION 
(Department of Agriculture) 

New Delhi, the 27th November, 1974 

S.O- 3240 — Linder provisions of sub-section (1) of Section 5 
of the Prevention of Cruelty to Animats Act, 1960, the Central 
Government hereby nominate the following perrons to be 
members of the Animal Welfare Board for a period of three 
years from the dates mentioned against the members • 

106 GI/74— 9 


Members Date Category 


1. Shri V, R, Krishna 23-11-1974 Sec. 5(1 )(h) Nominee 
Iyer of the Central Govern- 

ment 

2 Shn Q. R Rijigopaul 19-3-1974 See. 5(l)(hl Nominee of 

the Central Government 

3 Shri Jayantilal 19-3-1974 Sec.5(l)(f) — Ropresont- 

N iradlal Mankar ativc of Bonibay Hum- 
anitarian League, 

Bombay. 

4 Dr. B.N Bhattacharjco 19-11-1974 Sec. 5(1) (di — Practiti- 

oner of Modern 

Medicine. 

5. Shri Hans R. Bhugra 19-11-1974 Sec 5(1) (e) — Represon 

tative of Bombay 
Municipal Corporation. 

[No. 14-27/73-L.D I] 
L J, NAIDU. Addl Secy 

(jiRr spj^fiuR ijh: fvrsTT ftnm) 

4^ 28 ^TiTTHT:, 1974 

*tT0 WTo 3241 — TfUT^t % RPtlPTinT 197 1 
(l971 TT 40^) trm 3 CTTT (tuTHfU *6) 

WTtV) Jpf) UlTnifl IT tpfPT RTFTT VI RTh- 

ffTTT ( 1 ) R RtIw RfuTTfuft hOUf % 

TnpTftrr wfti^rrA % itttw rTuRptr % Rru Turr 

RPTf^ (rirtr wrifRu) ^ isfr ^ PKiifr 

% 2 ir rrt Ol^uiRpt) gfuu % HPim Jr 

4?) tftSTHT % tOtR RfHRpTTT irTT JITTT ^fftrPTt ^ JPTRt ^T^ff 

hYt: 3 Tf5i HftrRm tnfRi win aur nftriPT^ % 

8 Tr iTW ^ I 




nfiir^uRafr fit 'HKTR m+irRur ufurT) *flT 

*>1 urpfRr *Il 6 id 


1 2 


frRr n-iHHTH nVe ftrw IVsttit RrofRr fRi wjiTHrn 

Tft' UflMM, if slls 14^1 Tfurpft vSlfiHl, 

ni so HTJTrrr % (pR ♦ 1 F 49 tpJ^ftTHWPTRf) rIt 

% WPiRnp Rriftrir % mfRi 

qfnjT 


[Ro 20 - 1/72 yfq trPTPT 1 ] 
ipT° Tff° T?rT( ^ 9(3(4 

(Department of Agricultural Research and Education) 
New Delhi, the 28th November, 1974 

S.O. 3241. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occu- 
pants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Government here- 
by appoints the Officers mentioned in column 1 of the Table 
below, being gazetted officers of Government, to be Estate 
Officers for the purposes of the said Act, who shall exercise 
the powers conferred and perform the duties imposed, on 
Estate Officers by or under the said Act, within the limits of 
the Jurisdiction in respect of the public premises specified in 
the corresponding entries in column 2 of the said Table, 
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Tabic 

Designation of Categories of public premises 

Officers and local limits of jurisdiction 

1 2 

Under Secretaries to the Premises under the administrative 
[Oovernmcni of India in control of the Indian Council of 
the Department of Agri- Agricultural Research and its 
Icultuial Research and Institutes, Stations, Laboratories 
[ Education, Ministry of and Centres, 

Agriculture, New Delhi, 

[F. No. 20-1/72-Agri. Instt. 1] 
S. C. DUTTA, Dy. Secy 

firorn) 

’rf 20 q « t uiy , ic)74 

"ITO mo 324 2: — nftFlTm frprn, iltyrflrr RntTr iff 
rTyry, RPnrFTRR fRRR vfirf^mr, it)62 ()S62 tt 
58) ifl vrm 42 STrr rrnr m snfpr Tr% gt, 

Riuai'Kar fartR nriHaR, loefi if ertr f gflffT rrit 

% W rnMlnfST ruPTtiR wRmr ^ mtftf— 

1- ( i) TR frfRirrff w RTR strimnyr fimr, (r4- 
RTfrijr?) rfjflHR f^ffntR, 1974 

( 2 ) ^ fyfRinT, fhRTR PffRETtr 8 “(t ifr ttgrfr RRRft, 1974 

srgw gm fmffT jtst sr^ afii i 

2 . %Rfbr RlilhK'Ji fRRR (RnHtrfV^FiT) fiffRRR, 1966 

TURR!; RRR farfRRR ftfr RRT !!} if (rPiRR 2 

*r,-~ 

(i) mr (r) % IRTR RT fRTRpThjTf Jjy T757 

miftf: — 

"(r) 'rrfRR' t RfSiSw jl, fkrrtf RT 

(ii) aiy, (1) % Rsmti;, fmRfRfRRt i 9 t mRifRiPtR Pff 

RTT^, IRRfjl.- 

"(v) (Mv fR^RR' f- wfRRtr ft, fRRR ft ^«fjR 

RTRIrR RT RTTRTRR RfWRRTf, 

(t) 'PiRfRR RTfRirr’ ^ $RT RfRSR | 

Rfi' if Rg RlfRR RTt; RRT t ftl TR fRRfiRt 

SnfttRRit % RRTUTR SR RR if Hfr^WT ipf mife 
g;fl ?fl if «ffr R^ fRf RR ttrftR wrr rft ff 
sit 5li gKT fRRfRR RR % rrR if rIIrr frRT 
RRf ? ; 

(R) 'WR^’ if rTr^ i '«R fRfiTRRl S5f 1 

3. RRR fRfRRRf if, PrIRRU 4 % WfR RR, iR^RfiffiBR 
ftfRRR RRf RFlRf, TfRfg' — 

"4. RtlRffT^ RW — 

fR^«F RR^ fftfi Rt RTim RRif % fef filfRW 

smt R mflR fRRfifR rtriI, RiRt, Rtimfr ijiR rH 
Rwr RR mrarcR rrr rrr rt : 


RRRJ RR f *6 RRRT Pf^RTR, RTrfRRfroff, rWr % R^JRfRR 
milR g^, ftRfr ri 1 Jr, ny? riJ irmrimriff mrfsr % Pff, 
fiptfl RR RR ^RfR TT RftRf fRRRR tffRRTRR fRR 1300 ^0 
Srftf RTR if WRTrRT ff 1” 

4 RRR WRRRf t, fRpTRR 5 % fRfR R^ f-tiRF-tfuTR [Rputh 
R’ETT Rf^RT, SIRIR' — ^ 

"S. fR^frr RfTSRRff — 

(1) SRRf fR^Rip ft RR if fRyt 1600 Ro JtfWR if RRR 'f 
RfUTRR fRRRIR Rfi^ RR 1 it % RRf RR fR^fWTt, 
f-rffPR Rft aKv Rf Ri 4 *tRF'ifi rPtIr jm ifV mnyft 1 

(2) 1600 Ro R fRU T R RIR ft srfWRR fRRRTR RT^ Rif 
I eftr II if ft RRI RR fRRpRIRt, SRR fRfXPF fffRT 

8 ff RTfrft I 

(3) RfrllltflTRtlViiftRRf RRpPjfRRRI, Sf^^ if PflR- 
ftcR RftryrfRRt rto ^ tyi^nl 1 

( 4) pR^fifR SfftlifRil ft fRRTr fr RRT RrI <6 fiflf 
RRl RR ifRR ^RK RR^ ff PfR JTtfRTftt 

■JR RfiffR PR^ RttRT l'' 

5. tJRR fRfRRRf ii, ffrlRRR 7 % fRfR RR^ fRrRfhrfRTR 
farfhRJT RRIT 'RffRf, sTRIR^: — 

“ 7 — 

( 1 ) spfyr RipRrfi, ftRPr RR IT gtR Rt, pR^ 

nfr Rffh? if sriRR Rfir Rf*f RR ^ 8 r«ftf 
% PR^ RR RR RT RfRRfWr RR gfRT : 

Ry»5 RR fft fffr afRpR lif^PfR S T fWR.rf f ft PtfRiifiR 
^ if snftlR; Rif afRpSr ft M fflx RRft RT R%Rf : 

RTT^ Rg sfk fft Rt^Rtfr irrf fftrPr rr ir RfyfVm rt rtI 
mR ft sfyt ^ Rpr Rt Rif fawr im, Rff^fm RRfij it fipPr 
m ifnil I 

2. Vf fRpRRR # I^ 4 f RTR SRtr Ph^TO "ft rRt Rf fn^ 

rpTFtTT afRRf piftRf TpTR RRRRT m Mp RRRf if JffR- 
pR t jlRrf RT fRRfpRR JRpRrfRf it ^Tf^ R^ ^ l” 

6 RRR PrfRRRt if, PRfdRR 9 ft ?snR RT, fmRpRftw 
pRpRRR T^T Rff^Rf. 3 fRtR — 

■‘ 9 , ytipRT^f JfTf ifRr fit RRtfRT "Ot liRRT’ — 

( 1 ) WU PraiflRt m ftritR RTROT oWRT ffttfft TTRR RJRtR 
RT RRRT ^ RfRpR^RR *RfrT Tt Bfff^pr iRtf Tpt T^iRnt 
R Rt fRRR Rtt iTRf WtRf nH R fRRR "ff %Rf fR 
RttRT ffTRTR RirfRt ^Rf’ f^TRfRR RtRRTrt gW Rrt Pr»R 
it l^Rf Rtrf' ft aiRf sfRirR "fit tftR RTR Rit Rk aTTRirft 
Rt^RTpt gif' "ft RRf ft RRt RRr lit PRffpr fljfi ^^RRf 
PlRpffr SrfljRtK'f Rtf f Rt I 

(2) RpR ifr^ RtitRTtf tJR-PRpRRR ( 1 ) % tSRRtRf ft UWTfR 
if pRRR "ft ifRr OTRRf % Rf TER lyyRT ^ fff Rt^mff 

sTRfsr ft ftfit, f^ if Rf Rf g;w nit ffPRrR ’ 'g ' 
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T'r rFtJFX ^ ^ if ^ TTfTK 

flTPT jfTi wfr 5ff anftr % 

^ qr ^JT Ept i-fT ^ qn% 

^ >1 1 7i I thtt ’qr 

TTig q'fffV fsT^f’F'T infeiinTt qTRTiff ?rwi “FTJH gtt, 

^rTri; % 4ira "Fl JTTirr ■Ff, qr jrftj?inT^ 

'Fc Ff’FTi ; 

7. "^TT f^Fnr^ 4". fqFi^H i o % F^^rnr tt, 

"WT -vri'Tii, sr^rffT :— 

" 1 0. Fm ffm fm qil ^TRifH ; — 

( 1 ) Fetf, Pti41 +H+iq ^3 ^ ftnr *FR^f 

ERF ^ qr ■?^t^ ^7f qrq ^ ^ 

% 4'^'^iq IV 41 ^R’STTlfr *f4^tA Vt 4 'll*/ ^RTT*^ FTF 
E%*Tr I 

{ 2 ) VN" h W *^■*1*11 FT «tq4 c(lq ETH" FT 

FTT FT V qm^ fqrfV Iff 14 n VY 4t*i4 

*iHi'.(i FR tVtt I 

(3) I^T, TTfrq-q- (i) *flT (2) Jf Wife snrfsr 

q^K srqftT % Fi<l Ffr qsnr fr^wq* Itu r+41 

“T'A'qiO Vt 4qi4 TqFF FR qV*ii I 


Fqsflqiqui . — 

qR^ FT TTTTT qrf Jf fTTF ^r F?r qnfy 
Fr PttV utt^T- I 

9 . Tqq- pTfqqtrf Jr, fqpTFT 2 1 Jr, "jpq- q^iJqRFi wftjqnfr 

*1^ ttI^f" qrsqf % wnr qr "tIVt’' titt qqqr tertt i 

10 TFT fqfTJTFT T, FtIfftT 2 9 if FqWTqq (4) 
T^FTT qq, fTTTl\Tf%T TTrqrqqq Tgr irnTHT, 3T<rfT; . — 

"(1) qq^FTTl am arfrR-qTfEfqrr^ qrt tM tfItt tt^ f^T 
TTT^ fFrrg insqTT am sr^qnqr^ srftmrt 
’Ftqfr arTT^Tfr Tt arqrflfT'ql/imt 
Efsrr ^ 1 % aT*flFr- 5 nrii+f'/r qft at^fiR q;^ : Tn[ 

fqr arfrT VI qqr qfT TqlR-srTftiqrrql VI qfr# st ftt eVtI i” 

11. ■JFT fqfqFiff T, fqfrm 30 =F Tqfq fqqq (]) 
it, 'qqu Ft^’ qrm V wh qr, 'ar^qnnfqq. qrfrFFrft’ titf 
TT# qn^it I 

12 . tff rqlVqq'i ir, fqfim 31 f, 'fft ir^uTF’ ijtsit V 
WTT qq /aT^?TTEfqq* srrftmft' fiff qn^if 1 

13. WT Wrqq'f ir, fqFTqq 37 V ret qq fqHRTP a a 

ftffrqq Twr sTriti : — 


qqr^ FT fV Ifff frir qs'FFiTr Vr, FftpA itFTit tf fftt 
qRTqT qq ^ ipf ftVI arFfW V 144 iTnVi ftttf 
J r fT Fi g;FTr, fq^rf^ arq-fs f sff fttI i, $ft 
i^FT I 


“37. ^ qqir V fiqt 5 nfaq,ifl ;— ' 
fr^qpF Fti, fF^TO ft! V qntFTfJFt V R# Wfft 5inq Vt 
aFJF?f FR^ V fW, TTFF-FFF Tt FUF Snfil'FTqt 
iF P r fe qrq eVft T 


(4) ■ jqfT F F (1) Fr tfItff ( 2) V ariftr y^T Tl qq'l 
qfr iRT? WR qmr 'ft vifw tfV Pr^rfF jnftRTfWr 
arqr q^FF Vt i 

( 5 ) TF fqfFFF ir (IfIVv Vt^ qfr FTF, aTSFTF 5 TTFnft 

V ar^FTt gqFT FT IJFFT V FFiT tItF W ^TT fVVI 

qi^qrft Vr ttFT Pr^ frV, ^Jiit ft qq*^ qrq^ 

V Hifwql % arfgqTTq qq Vr^ ^ttftf 
ft%ft R 

8 . FFF fFpTFFt F. fFpTFF 14 V qTFTTI ProrfirftlF fFpm 
JrF:¥FTfqF fVFT F'lflqi, FfPj : — 

" 1 4qi. ^FF-^ ■ — 

( 1 ) FF qq ^r, PiFir Vrt sfPpt Pt^f |, ttff-ftf it 

^FF-^fa firFTF TF fFprFFt V FtfK wfirdpTF 

yifqw V qfq'FTF tf^ft ^ff FfiFf qtr *11 rt- 

iTTfFqr FR F rfr FT^'f) I 

( 2 ) fV! ^ fqWrftFt Vr fft ir PuFVt Vff- 

Vr qTTFpTF* FrttFT 1 RFfW fIt 30 V VtF 

qfrft Fpr FF Vt fff Pi V qurq Iff qrr iR ^R'r 
qfVT&tr qT4TTftFt Vr wtf fjrqVt ^ff-^ qtt Fiwfqq' 
FTTpir 1 qfFTt sflq 31 fFFWiq V VH q^ I, qfFFit 
qft qnirrt V fff far qrl ff ^Tfr i 


14. TFF WFFFf ir, fqfFFF 43 FT FlF PfiFT FTlTFr 
\ttK WtFF 44 ir 49 Vt FRqr; FF% PrfFFF 43 it 48 V FF 
ir 3 f: ttFFtfrw IVft 'fttjft i 

15- FW PrfFFFf ir, W Tlwrrt 5F; tlFFtf*FF (FfFFF 48 

% qmrj rfrq qftPqiss i % pHHPifflF qFF. TFiPqq 

Vr qnt«fr, ffPi ; — 


[fwfFFF 5 (3)j 


qq 

firjfWF FTPWfr 

^WTFF if wit III «Vq IV TTTF |r ^ 

wtIfw awRiFr 

qit III qq PtF qq srPfqr 


»ii<iflF arrarq qq wtff Vt qrrtfr 1 1 


^witlll qqt irPtw fwF qq arf^ 

SRftF pFiiriFi l” 

mqrfiF arTFiq qq Frff VI ftfI |, 


»hff ^ wit III IV 1” 



10. TFF fqfFFqff it, qfqftrsT-i it, ‘tjff qrr^qiFFr irtfunfr 
qpq ePtf' qi^qr v tftf qq qr^ ^ Fitr f, ‘oPff^ qr>^F 
qwT ft4ft I 
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iri^ : — 

w <r+-ix ^ iirfl5at % WTTfnT % it 

fwT % sphfrfritf Vt W arn, aTT^T ^ ^ 'Frit 
% WiiapT 1417 ^ lit 1 1974 tl RTTT^t 

arnir apT HlPra^ fipiTT t I ?T1^[R1T Wim 1 4 17 Tt 1 
19 7 4 ?r <jtriTPtt STITT fw 3 tt Tjfr ^ I slwrfTTT snnT 

tr ftrlft sqfiTT sp l^T qr irffTP^ WIT Rjff I 

3fi/2n/7(>-T'.aTo sfVo] 
r^o if^o aitf, 3rTT RfFfT 


(Department of Food) 

New Delhi, the 20th November, 1974 

S.O. 3242.~In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 42 of the Warehousing Corporations Act, 1962 (58 of 
1962), the Central WarchoiisinB Corporation, with the pre- 
vious sanction of the Central (jovernment, hereby makes the 
following regulations further to amend the Central Ware- 
housing Corporation (Staff) Regulations, 1966, namely:— 

1. (1) These regulations may be called the Central Ware- 
housing Corporation (Staff) Amendment Regulations, 1974. 

(2) They shall come into force with immediate effect ex- 
cept regulation 8 which shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the 1st Day of January, 1974, 

2. In the Central Warehousing Corporation (.Staff') Regula- 
tions, 1966 (hereinafter referred to as the said regulations), 
in regulation 2, — 

(i) for clause (d), the following clause shall be substituted, 

namely : — 

“(dl “Secretary” means the Secretary of the Corpo- 
ration 

(ii) after clause (1), the following clauses shall be in- 

serted, namely ; — 

“(m) "Regional Director” means the Ofllcer-in-Charge 
of the Regional (Mice of the Corporation ; 

(n) "regular employee ' means an employee who has 
been declared to have completed the period of 
probation to the satisfaction of the appointing 
authority and is holding a post which has been 
declared as a regular post by the Board ; 

(o) “Schedule” means Schedule to these regulations”. 

3. In the said regulations, for regulation 4, the' following 
regulation shall be substituted, namely : — ■ 

“4. Strength of staff. — The Board of Directors shall 

from time to time dctcjmine the strength of staff, 
both regular and lempoiary under the various cate- 
gories required for cai rying out its functions : 

Piovidcd that the Managing Director may, subject to 
the approval of the Executive Committee, create 
any post in any class, the maximum pay of which 
docs not exceed Rs. 1 300 per_ mensem, for a 
period not exceeding one year.” 

4. In the said regulations, for regulation 5, the following 
regulation shall be substituted, namely 

"I. Aprolnting Authority. — tl) Appointmenfs to posts in 
Class I having a maximum of pay scale of above 
Rs. 1600 per month, other than that of the 
Managing Director, shall be made by the Board of 
Directors or by the Executive Committee, 


(2) Appointments to posts in Class 1 and II having a 

maximum of pay scale up to Rs, 1601) per month 
shall be made by the Managing Director. 

(3) Appointments to posts in Class III and Class IV, 

shall be made by the officers specified in the Sche- 
dule. 

(4) The appointing authority shall appoint a sub-com- 

mittee for drawing up a panel of names for the posts 
concerned for the consideration of the appointing 
authority." 

5. In the said regulations, for regulation 7, the following 
regulation shall be substituted, namely : — 

“7. Piobation, — (1) Every employee shall, on appoint- 
ment to any post, be on probation in that post 
for a peiiod of one year commencing from the date 
of appointment : 

Provided that such period may be further extended for 
a period not exceeding one year in all at the dis- 
cretion of the appointing authority : 

Provided further that any continuous service icndcred 
by an employee immediately before being placed 
on probation in a post may be counted towards 
the probationary period, 

(2) Nothing in this regulaton shall apply to the posts 
of Managing Director or persons employed on de- 
putation from the Central (Jovernment or any State 
Government or an Institution.” 

6. in the said regulations, for regulation 9, the following 
regulation shall be substituted, namely : — 

"9. Notice of termination of service by an employee. — 
II) No employee, other than the Managing Director 
or a person on deputaton from the Central Gov- 
ernment or any State Government or an Institution, 
shall leave or discontinue his service in the Corpora- 
tion except, in case of a regular employee, after 
giving three months’ notice, and, in case of a tem- 
porary employee, after giving one month’s notice, 
m writing of his intention to do so to the appoint- 
ing authority. 

(2) If an employee leaves or discontinues his service in 
the Corporation in contravention of the provision 
of sub-rcfiulation (1), the employee shall be liable 
to pay as compensation to the Corporation a sum 
equal to his pay for the period by which the notice 
given fall.s snort of the specified period of notice, 
at the rate at which it was paid immediately before 
the date of his leaving the service or discontinuance 
therefrom : — 

Provided that the appoiting authority may, for reasons 
to be recorded in writing, waive, either wholly 
or in part, the requirement as to the payment 
of such compensation.” 

7. In the said regulations, for regulation 10, the follow- 
ing regulation shall be substituted, namely: — 

‘TO, Termination of service by the Corporation.— (1 ) The 
Corporation may, at any time and without assigning 
any reasons, terminate the services of any temporary 
employee after giving one month's notice or one 
month's pay in lieu thereof. 

(2) The Corporation may terminate the services, of any 

leguiar employee after giving three months’ notice 
or three months’ pay in lieu thereof. 

(3) The Corporation may terminate the services of an 

employee other than the Managing Director by giving 
notice for a period less than that specified in sub- 
regulations tl) and (2): 

Provided that the Corporation shall give to an em- 
ployee whose SCI vices are so terminated, pay for 



3521 


Sec. 3(ii)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : DECEMBER 7, 1974 /AGRAHAYaNA 16, 1896 


Ihe period by \\hieh the notice iictiially given 
ftiDs short of the specified period. 

(4) The power to tei minute the services of employees 

undei sub-regulution (1) or sub-regulation (2) shall 
be exercised by the respective appointing authorities. 

[ 5 ) Nothing contained in this icgiilation shall affect the 

light of the appointing authority to retire, remove 
or dismiss an employee without giving notice or 
pay m lieu of notice in accordance with the pro- 
visions of Chapter V." 

8. In the said regulations, after regulation 14, the follow- 
ing regulation shall be ipscitcd, namely; — 

■T4‘\. Inclement — (1) Increments in the time scale of 
a post to which a person is appointed shall be 
diawn as a mutter of course except where such 
increments have been withheld as a lesult of penalty 
imposed under these regulations. 

(2) All inciements shall fall due on the 1st day of 
January of every year in case of those employees 
whose actual inclement dates fall between 1st 
January ,ind 30th June, and all increments shall 
fall due on the 1st day of July of every year in 
case of those employees whose actual increment 
dales fall due between 1st July and 31st December. 

Explanation -- Ml seiviccs in the C’oiporation in 
equivalent or higher posts count for increments”. 

9. In the said reguladons, in regulation 21, for the words 
‘‘Chief Executive Officer and Secretary”, the word ‘‘Secrc- 
t.iry” shall be substituted, 

10. In the said regulations, in regulation 29, for sub-regu- 
lation (4), the following sub-rcgulution shall be substituted, 
namely : — 

“(4| .^n appeal shall not be submitted by an employee 
diiect to the appellate authority but may ^ _ sub- 
mitted through proper channel to the disciplinary 
authority who shall forward it to the appellate 
authofity with his comments and with the relevant 
records ; 

Provided that a copy of the appeal may be submitted 
diicct to the appellate authority.” 

11. In the said regulations, in sub-regulation U) of regu- 
lation 30, for the words ‘Marnging Director’, the word.s ‘disci- 
plinary authority’ shall be substituted, 

12. In the said regulations, in regulation 31, for the words 
‘Managing Director', the v/ords ‘disciplinary authoiity' shall 
be substituted. 

13. Til the said icgulations, for regulation 37, the following 
regulation shall be siibstifuled, namely ; — 

“37 Authority lo grant leave. — The Board of Directors 
may, from time to time specify the competent autho- 
rity foi grant of various kinds of leave for various 
classes of employees.” 

14. In the said regulations, legulation 43 shall be omitted 
and regulations 44 to 49 shall respectively he renumbered ns 
legiilations 43 to 48 thereof. 

1,1 In the stiid ri gulations, after regulation 48 as so re- 
numbered and before the Appendix I, the following Schedule 
shall be inserted, namely ; — 

"SCHEDULE” 


Post [regulation 5(3)] Appointing 

Authority 


Class III and IV at headquarters as Personnel Manager, 

well as class III Posts to which 
rccruitnicnt is done on an all India 
basis. 


16. In the said regulations, in Appendix-1, for the words 
‘Chief Executive Officer .ind Secretary' wherever they occur 
the word ‘Secretary’ shall be substituted. 


EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 

The Government have decided to give effect to the pro- 
visions contained in regulation 14A fiom 1st January, 1974 
in fulfilment of the understanding given to the employees 
of the Central Warehousing Corpoiation about regulation of 
dates of increments. Accordingly, regulation M,\ is being 
given retrospective effect from 1st January, 1974. The pro- 
posed retiospective effect will not affect adversely anybody’s 
inter cst. 

[No. 26/20/70-SG] 
A. K. GARDE, Under Secy. 


ffErtT xfF' sTPfTff mr'-iM 
(ffrntirr fTffrr) 
ferfr, 21 p-arwe, in 7-1 

, VTo WTO 324 J. — ttststij rpTrEt STftrfprtT, 195 1 

(1951 47 4l) tTPT 6 SRt Tar?FT Vtfwft 47 tPlET 
57 , %r3tq' PT4riT rt^qt'I BTlftT fWT, 1952 if xflr jfrifTtrT 
47 t 7 ^ fsTCT freffafaff hwiT ; — 

1 . ( 1 ) Iff ffiWT 47 fftff iMNId fftnftT (ffWlEJff) fffffff 

1 974 ^1 

( 2 ) 4 Tpsppff ffsiffTPiTff 4fr ffrtW 4 ft ^ffr i 

2 . TTfffflff ffffTftt fffffff, 1 9 5 2 if fffffff 4 if, fffffffffff ( 1 ) 

% PTlff TT fffrfffffblff fffffffffff Tvji aiTnffT, ; — 

( 1 ) "fffftftr ifr ffwxft 4ft ffrfrsTT vrtffff % fippiffr 

xfk ffffr^PimfsT4t artr # ^nmft i" 

[fft> 2,5 0 14/ 2 / 7 2--^^ 3 ] 
WFO rrsfo W^rjffrfspTT, TT-fffffff 


MINISTRY OJb WORKS AND HOUSING 
[Works Division ) 

New Delhi, the 2 1st November, 1974 

S.O. 3243. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 6 ol the Rajghat Samadhi Act, 1951 [41 of 1951), the 
Central Government hereby makes the following lulcs fur- 
ther to amend the Rajghat Samadhi Rules, 1952, namely; — 

1, [D These lules may be called the Rajghat Samadhi 

[Amendment) Rules, 1974. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their pub- 
lication in the Official Gazette. 

2. In the Rajghat Samadhi rules, 1952, in rule 4, for sub- 

rule (I), the following sub-iulc shall be substituted 
namely; — ■ 

“[1) The accounts of the Samadhi shall be audited 
every ye.ar by the Comptroller and Auditor 
General of India.” 


Class 111 and IV in the regions Regional Directors, 

other than those class HI posts 
recruitment to which is made on 
an all India basis.*’ 


[No, 35014/2/72-W-in] 
R. T. AHl UW,\LIA, Dy. Secy, 
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MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(P. and T. Board) 

New Delhi, the 23rd September, 1974 

8.0. 3244 .— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 

rule (2) of rule 9, clause (b) of sub-rule (2) of rule 12, 
and sub-rule tl) of rule 24, read with rule 34, of the 
Central Civil Services (Classification, Control and Appenll 
Rules, 1965, the President hereby mates the following fur- 
ther amendments in the notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Communications fPost and Tele- 
graphs) No. S.R.O. 620 dated the 28th February. 1957, 

namely; — 

In the Schedule to the said notification— 

(a) the words “Postmaster General" wherever they 

occur, the words "Postmaster General; General 
Manager Telecommunication” shall be substituted; 

(b) the words "Director of Telegraphs" wherever they 
occur, the words Diicctoi’ of rclccommunications 
tions shall be substituted. 

(c) the words “General Manager iTclephoncs)” wher- 

ever th y occur, the words “General Manager 
(Telephones); Geneial Manager Tclccomraunica- 

tions shall be substituted. 

[No. 407/1 /74-Disc, II] 
RAVI PRAKASH, Asstt. Director General. 

■sTir 

15 vi'V)[ 4 1 , 1974 

gjto 3 24 5. — tpT TPr Iftt^ 

R ftrftfer brnn t tqrtTfW f^m, unrm ^ 

r tp f ni l il 5lV 74% 'FRYP’’! % mp JlWftY 

m. rrtnr 7^ fV^ir %r nrprfT'ilmT % ftrp 

rWiPpp f 44 Pf (rtufTtpr, 1947 (1947^ 14) 

OTTT 1 -^ nV aKl 19 4!) 79 >JRT ( 1 ) % tjvs (4) STO 
ttrfifT^T 44 tpffif 44!fpr n <tiT7 nip PTfugtTvf 

trfep 47 ^ f'Ud'f 'ftePlPl f*r>i <> f tfl, (/(>i*m 

jnrm JnjpiT wV? ttt iwt wfunruir «fiT jitpt- 

fh 1 ^ 1 47 % braftrT ■ptbl I I 

TtTTVTTPfpr Ppm, RKPT % sTuvutw am sft t^o 
ffTtT^tropT, sflttf) %)■ ^TTFRt ♦ini'-n f%tTT 4tTPT PTHlI- 

f%tt I ? trft Tiff, ?(t 4? ^pjtrPi 4tT|4nm: i ? 

[po TTtTo 43012/1.1/74/4170 4rrTO 3] 

ministry of labour 

New Delhi, the 15th October, 1974 

ORDLR 

5.0. 3245 . — Wheieas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 


relation to the Food Corporation of India, Madras and theiri 
workman in respect of the matter specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And, wherea.s the Central Government consideis it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 7A, and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10, 
of the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen- 
tial Government hereby constitutes an Industrial 'fribunal of 
which Thiiii 1 Palaniappan shall be the Presiding Officer 
with headqiiarlcis at Madras and refers the said dispute for 
adjudication to the said Tribunal. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the termination of services of Shn M. Bala- 
krishnan, ‘C' Grade Mazdoor by the management in 
relation to the Food Corpoiation of India, Madras 
is Justified 7 If not, to what relief is he entitled ? 

[No. L. 42012/13/74/LR III] 
New Delhi, the 23rd November, 1974 

S.O. 3246. — In piiisiiance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947, (14 of 1947), Central Government here- 
by publishes the following award of the Arbitrator in the 
industrial dispute belwern the employees in relation to manage- 
ments of the C alcutta Port Commissioners, Bombay Port 
Trust, Madras Port Trust Visukhaputnom Port Trust, 
Kandla Port “Trust, Cochin Port Trust Marmugao Port 
Trust, Paradip Port Trust, United Stevedores' Association, 
Cochin, Kandla Stevedores’ Association Limited, Bombay 
Stevedores’ Association I united and the Chipping & Painting 
Employers’ Association (Private) Limited Bombay, and their 
workmen which was received by the Central Government on 
the 16th November, 1974. 

(Award) 

BEFORE THE ARBITRATOR, SHRI T. S. SANKARAN 
JOINT SECRETARY 


BETWEEN 

Employers in relation to the Management of 
the Calcutta Port Commissioners, Bombay Port Trust, Madras 
Port Trust, Visakhapatnam Port Trust, Kandla Port Trust, 
Cochin Port Trust, Marmugao Port Trust, Paradip Port 
Trust, United Stevedores’ Association, Cochin; Kandla Steve- 
dores’ Association, Bombay Stevedores’ Association Ltd. and 
the Chipping & Painting Employers’ Association (Pvt.) Ltd., 
Bombay, 

AND 

Thier workmen repiesented by the 

1. Calcutta Port Shramik Union, Calcutta 

2. Bombay Port Trust General Workers’ Union, Bombay 

3. Bombay Port Trust Employees Union. Bombay 

4. Bombay Port Trust Railwaymen’s Union, Bombay. 

5. Transport & Dock Workers’ Union Bombay, 

6. Madras Port Trust Employees’ Union, Madras 

7. Visakhapatnam Port Employees’ Union, Visakhapat- 

nam. 

8. Transport and Dock Workers’ Union, Kandla. 

9. Cochin Thuramugha Thozhilali Union. 

10. Cochin Port Workcis’ Union. 

11. Sleanier T.illy Clerks’ Associalion, Cochin. 

12. Moimngjo Port and Railway Workers' Union, Mor- 

mugao. 
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13. Paradip Port Workers’ Union, Paradip Port. 
PRESENT; 

Shri T. S. S.\NK.ARAN 
APPEARANCES ; 

For the Employers, — Shri N. V. Phadkc and Shri P. K. 
Rclc. Advocates, Shri Kaka,, Advocate, 

For the Workmen. — Shri S. C. C. Anthony Pillai, Vice- 
President, and Shri Makhan Chatterjee, General 
Secretary, ,\11 India Port and Dock Workers’ Federa- 
tion, 

AWARD 

1. In the matter of Industrial disputes on certain matters 
between the Employers of the various Port Trusts, Calcutta 
Port Commissioners, Kandla Stevedores’ Association Ltd., 
United Stevedores’ ykssociation, Cochin Bombay Stevedores' 
As.sociation Ltd. I'e the Chipping & Painting Employers' Asso- 
ciation (Pvt) Ltd,, Bombay on the one hand and several 
Unions representing the workeis under these employers, the 
various pai ties, entered into arbitration Agreements under Sec- 
tion lOA of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, referring the 
said matters in dispute to my arbitration under Section lOA 
of the Industrial Disputes ,\ct, 1947. The specific matters 
in dispute are as follows: 

In the context of the report of the Central Wage Board Cor 
Port and Dock Woikers, the decisions of the Government 
thereon and other related matters, the demands raised by the 
All India Port and Dock Workers Federation and the further 
discussions held on these, the following matters in dispute 
relating to the Port and Dock Workers of the major Ports 
were referred to arbitration for decision on merits : — 

(i) Whether, and if so, to what extent the rates for 
recovery of rent for standard houses proposed by 
Government, namely, 7.1/2 per cent of basic pay 
(and not City Compensatory Allowance), with basic 
pay is less than Rs, 200 per mensem, and at the rate 
of 10 per cent of basic pay (and not City Compen- 
satory Allowance), if it is Rs. 200 per mensem or 
more, should be reduced taking into account the 
subsidy element in the Subsidised Industrial Housing 
Scheme and other relevant factors. 

(ii) Whether in the matter of fixation of pay in the re- 
vised scales accepted by the Government on the 

basis of the Central Wage Hoard Report for Port 
and Dock Workers at Major Ports, the interim Re- 
lief of Rs, 1 1 ,80 per mensem or part thereof granted 
by Government as recommended by the Wage Board 
should be taken into account. 

(hi) Whether Dearness Allowance (including additional 
Dcarnes Allowanse and increases in Dearness .Allow- 
ance from lime to time) in part or full should be 
treated as pay for the purpose of House Rent allovv- 
ance and City Compensatory allowance. 

2. Details of the parties to the various arbitration agree- 
ments, dates of such agreements and the dates of issue iT 
notification by (he Central Government are as under ■ 


Name of Name of parties who 

port signed the agreement 


Date of Date of 
Agree- Notifi- 

ment cation 


3 


1, Madras . Chairman, Madras port 

Trust, Madras 

AND 

Madras Port Trust Em- 
ployees’ Union, Madras, 
through its President. 

2. Mormugao Chairman, Meormugao 

Port Trust, Mermugao 
AND 


3. Visakha- 
patnam 


Mormugao Port & Raillay 
Workers’ Union, 
through its President 

Chariman, Visakbpalam 
Port Trust 


AND 


24-5-74 


14-6-74 


Nil. 


18-6-74 


29-6-74 

29-6-74 


3 


4. Cochin 


5. Calcutta 


6. Bombay 


7. Kandla 


Visakhapatnam port 
Employees’ Union, 
through Its President 

(a) LJnitcd Stevedores, 

Association of 

Cochin (p) Ltd. Cochin 

AND 

1, Cochin Thuramugha Nil 
Thozhilali Union, 

Cochin. 

2. Steamer Tally Clerks 
Association, Cochin 

(b) Chairman, Cochin 
Port Trust, Cochin. 

AND 

1. Cochin Thuramugha Nil 
Thozhilaiy Union. 

2. Cochin Port Work- 
ers’ Union. 

Chairman, Calcutta port 
Commissioners. 

AND 

Calcutta port Shramik 12-6-74 
Union. 

(a) Bombay Port Trust, 

Bombay 

AND 

Transport & Dock Work- 14-6-74 
ers’ Union, Bombay 

(b) Bombay port Trust, 

Bombay 

AND 

fl.P.T. Employees’ 14-6-74 
Union. 

(c) Bombay Port Trust, 

Bombay 

AND 

B.P.T. General Wor- 14-6-74 
kers’ Union 

(d) Bombay Port Trust, 

Bombay 

AND 

B.P.T. Railwaymen’s 14-6-74 
Union 

(c) Bombay Stevedores 
Association Ltd., 

Bombay 

AND 

Transport & Dock 14-6-74 

Workers’ Union, 

Bombay 

(f) Chipping & Painting 
Employers’ Associa- 
tion Pvt. Ltd., Bom- 
bay 

AND 

Transport & Dock 14-6-74 

Workers’ Union, 

Bombay. 

Secretary, Kandla Port 
Trust Kandla 
AND 

Transport & Dock 

Workers Union, Kan- 18-6-74 
dla 

Kandla Stevedores’ As- 
sociation Ltd., Kandla 

AND 

Transport & Dock Nil 
Workers’ Union, 

Kandla, 
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4 


29-6-74 


29-6-74 


29-6-74 


1-7-74 


1-7-74 


1-7-74 


1-7-74 


1-7-74 


1-7-74 


6-7-74 


19 9-74 
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1 2 3 4_ 

8. Paradip Chairman, Paradip Port 
Trust 

AND 

Par.adip Port Workers’ 7-6-74 20-7-74 

Union 


3. The Government, (d India in the Ministry of Labour 
also published the following Notificulion tinder Sub-Section 
3A of Section lOA read with Rule 8A of the Indusrrial Dis- 
DUtes (Central Rules), 195 T, ;,s detailed below, for the in- 
formation of the Fmployers and Workmen who arc not 
parties to the above-mentioned arbitration agreement but who 
arc concerned with the said dispute: — 

Names of the Parties Date of Issue of 

Notification 


1, Management of the Madras Port 
Trust 

AND 

their workmen as represented by the 18-6-74 

Madras Port Trust Employees Union, 

Madras. 

2, Management of Bombay Stevedores’ 

Association Ltd., Bombay 

AND 

their worknien as represented by 1-7-74 

Transport and Dock Workers’ Union, 

Bombay 

3 Kandla Stevedores’ Association Ltd. 

AND 

Transport & Dock Workers’ Union, 19-7-74 

Kandla. 

4. It may be pointed out that these matters in dispute 
which have been referred to my arbitration, as indicated above, 
had earlier been referred to the arbitration of Shri A. T. 
Zambre, the then Presiding Officer on the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal Labour Court No. 2 Bombay. In the 
subsequent arbitration agreement referred to in Para 2 
above, the parlies had agreed to cancel the earlier arbitration 
agreements. The records and statements filed by the various 
narties before Shri A. T. Zambre have been, with the consent 
of the parties, taken on record by me. 

S The parlies were heard by me on the 3rd of August 
1974 and 20th & 21st of .September, 1974 at Bombay and 
on the 30th September, and 1st October, 1974 at New Delhi. 
No parties other than the parties to the arbitration agree- 
ment were present at the hearing. The various unions who 
arc parties to the arbitration agreements were represented oy 
Shri S. C. C. Anthoni Pilliii, Vice-President and Shri Makhan 
Chatterjee, General Secretary of the all India Port and Dock 
Workers’ Federation, to whom these unions were affiliated. 
The chairmen of the various Port Trusts and Calcutta Port 
Commissioners were represented by Shri N. V, Phadke and 
Shri P K Rele, Advocates, Bombay; the Bombay Stevedores 
Association Ltd. and Chipping and Painting Employers Asso- 
ciation (P) Ltd., Bombay by M/s Crawford Bayley & Co., 
Solicitors, Bombay through Mr. Kaka. 

- 6 At the initial hearing on the 3rd of August, 1974 it was 

represented on behalf of the Workers that Advocates be not 
allowed to appear on either side. However, the Employers 
representatives did not agree to this stiniilation. 
inu both the parties, it was decided by me that cither side 
would be free to be represented by Counsel if they so choice. 

7 At the same hearing it was urged by the Workers re- 

presentatives that a common Award applicable to all the Ports 
may be passed by me. On this the Employers reprcscntativc 
argned that insofar as the arbitration .agreements se- 

parate, to the extent that I may come to the conclusiOT that 
the relief in respect of the various Ports should; be different, 
the oocrativc portions would have to be different for different. 
Ports even if it is decided by me for the purpose of conve- 
nience that there may be a single award in respect of all 
these arbitration references, 

8 The parties also agreed that all the pleadings, exhibits 
and' statements filed by the parties before Shn A. T. Zambre 
may be adopted for this hearing. It was also agreed between 
the Bombay Stevedores’ Association and the Chipping -and 


Painting I mployers’ As.sociation (P) I.td., Bombay on tfrT' 
one baud and the conccinci,l Unions m Bombay on the other 
that there is no claim regarding the workers under the.se em- 
ployers as IlU" as Issue No (i) of the I’cfcreiice is concerned 
and as regards Issue (ii) of the reference, the claim is res- 
tricted only to the clerical and supervisory staff of the Dock 
Labour Boards and their administrative bodies. For the pur- 
pose of ready referenoe, copies of the various pleadings, 
statemenl.s, exhibits filed by both the parties before Shn 
Zambre were consolidated by the Bombay Port Trust into 
four volumes and it was agreed by all Ihc parties that these 
four volumes may be referred lo for the purpose of the hear- 
ings, Alongwiih these, .Shri Anthony Pillai also submitted 
written, arguments with supporting documents in support of (he 
claim of the workers on the three issues. i 

9. The parties also, agreed to extend the time limit for the 
giving of the Award up to 30th of November in all the cases 
excepting in the case of Madras Port Trust where the time 
limit was extended up to 23id of November, 1974. 

10. 1 now proceed to give the arguments advanced by the 
parties on each one of the three issues referred for my arbit- 
ration and to indicate my decisions on each one of the three 
issues: — 

“Item (i) ; Whether, and, if so, to what extent the 

rates for recovery of rent for standard houses pro- 
posed by Government, namely, 7.1/2 per cent of 
basic pay (and not City Compensatory allowance), 
whero basic pay is less than Rs. 200 per mensem, 
and at the rate of 10 per cent of basic pay (and not 
City Compensatory Allowance), if it is Rs. 200 
per mensem or more, should be reduced taking into 
account the subsidy clement in the Subsidised Lv 
dustrial Housing Scheme and other relevant fac- 
tors," 

1 1. At the outset it was agreed by Shri S. C. C. Anthony 
Pillai and Shri Makhan Chatterjee representing workers that 
this item does not cover dock workers in any of the Dock 
Labour Boards but is confined only to the Port Workers 
occupying standard houses in all the Port Trusts and Calcutta 
Port Commissioners. It was pointed out that the numebr 
of quarters of the standard type provided for the Port wor- 
kers in all the Ports is a very small percentage of the tot.il 
number of employees and works out to 10 per cent or less; 
even out of these, some of the Port workers are entitled to 
rent-free or a concessional rate of accommodation as per 
recommendation of the Central Wage Board for Ports and 
Dock workers in the Major Ports and the orders of the Gov- 
ernment thereon. The main argument, on behalf of the wor- 
kers, was that whereas the essence of the Wage Board’s re- 
commendations was to bring a certain amount of unanimity 
in the rates of emoluments and benefits of employees doing 
similar jobs at various major Ports, this principle has been 
set at naught insofar as the payment of House Rent al- 
lowance and recovery of house rent arc concerned as regards 
the Port workers. It was argued that whereas, at least. In 
certain Dock Labour Boards, the Dock workers arc receiving 
house rent allowance, even while they are in occupation of 
quarters constructed by the Dock Labour Boards for which 
they pay a reduced level of rent, in the case of Port workers 
not only is the house rent allowance not being paid but the 
rates of recovery also are higher resulting in the “effective 
rent" being very much higher thus vitiating the principle of 
uniformity in the rates of emoluments and benefits. It 
was also argued that the rates of recovery of rent under the 
Subsidised Industrial Housing Scheme for tenements etc, 
should not be more than Rs. 20, Rs. 26 etc. ncr month de- 
pending on the scale of accommodation: notwithstanding this, 
it was pointed out, that the effective rent charged by the Port 
Trusts is higher. It was further argued that housing being 
an amenity that should be provided by the Employers parti- 
cularly in those Metropolitan centres where the Port Trusts 
are situated and where house rents arc very higher, in calcu- 
lating the cost of houses provided no provision should be 
made for depreciation and the cost of providing the houses 
must be worked out only on the basis of revenue expendi- 
ture and not on capital costs. It was urged that considering 
that the value of both land as well as the houses constructed 
continuc.s to aprrcciafc, provision for depreciation on the 
capital cost would be wrong particurly in the matter of pro- 
viding this necessai-y amenity to workers. It was further 
pointed out that the minimum effective rent recovered from 
Ihc workers of the Steel Industry is Rs. 10 and the maximum 
is Rs. 77,50 even though the total emoluments of workers 
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in TTie Steel Industry are very much hisher than 'n the m'c 
of Port workers. Similarly, in the cement industry if a 
worker is allotted a quarter by an Employer, his house rent 
allowance of Rs 13 only is with held, provided the quarters 
allotted are ‘Pucca’ with electricity facilities. It was furthei 
argued that the effective minmiiun rent which would include 
the loss of house rent allow tnee which would have been pay- 
able had the workers not been allotted quarters, has been 
steadily going in under the First Pay Commission report and 
the Second Pay Commission repot t and in 1969 under the 
Wage Board foiraula It was also argued that the Wage 
Board at the e.arlier stages of its work had agreed to the 
payment of house rent allow'ance to all the workers and 
to charge a uniform rate of rent recovery from those workeis 
who have been allotted quartets. In these circumstances it 
was urged, on behalf of the workers, that the claim of ihe 
Umon be conceded and that recovery of rent be reduced to 
1 per cent of the current basic nav where the current basic 
pay is less than Rs. 200 per month and 2 per cent if it is 
Rs, 200 per month or more. 

12. On beh.tlf of the Port Trusts and Calciiita Pori Com- 
missioners It was stated that this issue is confined to only 
about 13,000 out of the 2,00,000 workers under the various 
Port authorities i.e. nearly about 6 per cent of the work 
force. It was argued that Insofar as the Port authorities do 
not get subsidy from the Government in the matter of pro- 
viding houses to their workers, no reduction is called for 
On the concept of effective rent on which Shri Anthony 
Pillai and advanced various .irguments on behalf of the wor- 
ken. it was pointed out that in the agi cement entered into 
in April 1973 by the All India Port and Dock Workers Fe- 
deration on the Question of recovery of rent, it had been 
agreed that in all c.ases where Per* /Dock workers are allotted 
standard houses, no hou'e rent allowance would be payable. 
In this view, the concept of effective rent advanced by the 
unions to take into accotint the loss of house rent allowance 
is untenable. This is particularly so In the context of the 
accented position that the provision of a house by the Fm- 
ployer particularly in those cities where the Ports are in exis- 
tence results in a considerable saving of expenditure keeping 
in view the prevailing very high rates of rent for comparable 
accommodation in these cities which would bo very much 
more than even the effective rent as urged by the worker*’ 
representatives. It was further argued that house rent a* 
an element of expenditure in the budget of a workman has at«o 
to be taken note of and is included as a rortion of basic 
wage and dearness allowance where th erents are very high, 
a portion of this is sought to be covered by the payment of 
house rent allowance. Put once a house is provided by the 
Employer, there can be no question of nayment of house 
rent allowance. The representatives of the Port authorities 
further argued that with reference to the Bombay Port Trust 
as an example, the rent recoverable on the basis of settlement 
with the All India Port and Dock Workers' Federation dated 
the 10th April. 1973 works out to only 5.16 per cent of the 
gross wages and if the claim of the Union is accepted the 
percentage would work out to 0.96 per cent It was also 
argued on behalf of the Port Authorities, with reference to 
the example of the Bombay Port Trust quarters, that the 
economic rent for the lowest type of a quarter namely Class 
rv would be Rs. 253 per month according to the Mahara.shtra 
Housing Board formula and the market rate of rent according 
to the Income-Tax Fvalnation Cell formula would be Rs, 300 
per montn. This it self proves that there is a considerable 
amount of subsidisation of rent at the levels they are charged 
and that there is no relief that is called for under this. 

13. I have veiy carefully considered this matter in the light 
of statements made and the various documents that have 
been T-roduced. It is no doubt true that house rents arc 
generally very high in Metropolitan and other cities where 
the Port Tnists are situated and that it is necessary to pro- 
vide a certain iclief to the workmen by way of house rent 
allowance ever and above the basic wage and the dearness 
allowance even though these two do contain an element of ex- 
penditure tow.irds house rent. It is not in dispute that under 
the onk.r'. of the Government of India on the Report of t.ic 
Central Wage Bo,srd for Port and Dock Workers in major 
ports, the payment of house rent allowance has been en- 
visaged. It i' also not in dispute that as a result of an agree- 
ment ent''rcd into bv the All India Port and Dock Workers 
Feder.Uion lo whoni are affiliated the unions who arc parties 
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o ill' aibiiialion rcierence, it has been agreed that in respect 
of Port and Dock workers who have been allotted standard 
type of quarters, no house rent allowance is payable. The 
same agieement al'.o provides that house rent would be 
charged at the into of 7.1/2 per cent of the basic pay not 
inch'ding the C ty ( ompensatory allowance where the basic 
pay is lc‘". than Rs. 200 per month and at the rate of 10 per 
cent it it is Rs. 200 per month or moie, and that in any case 
ihc rent would not exceed the standard rent as determined 
under the Fundamental Rules, In view of thri, the inti j- 
duction of a concept of cflceiivc rent on the part of the 
woikmcn has no basis. Therefore, the only point that is 
lo be considered under thri item is whether and if so to what 
extent the agreed rates for recovery of rent should be re- 
duced taxing into account the subsidy element in the Sub- 
sidised Industrial Housing Scheme and other relevant fac- 
tors. A', f.ir as the other relevant factors are concerned, it 
has been argued by Shri Anthony Pillai that these would in- 
clude the incapacity of the employees to pay anything more 
ihan a nominal rent. As far as the rents charged by the 
Dock Labour Board authorities are concerned, it is, no doubt 
true that in certain Dock Labour Boards, Dock workers who 
have been allotted quarters arc also being paid house rent 
allowance but it is seen from the agreement of April 1973 
that such dock workers would continue to receive house rent 
allowance even though it is against the general principle agreed 
to viz that in all such cases no house rent allowance would 
be payable. It is not necessary for me, particularly in view 
of the fact that this item relates only to the Port workers, 
to go into the circumstances under which certain Dock La- 
bour Boards continue to pay house rent allowance even 
to those Dock workers who are in occuption of the quarters 
allotted to them by the Dock L.ibour Boards. The clause in 
the April 1973 agreement relating to this, referred to above 
by me, would also imply that this concession would only be 
to those dock workers who are now in receipt of this conces- 
sion of House Rent Allowance i.n addition to the allotment of 
a quarter. On the point regarding the incapacity of the em- 
ployees to pay anything more than nominal rent, as already 
pointed out earlier, in the case of Bombay Port Trust, the 
house lent recovery works out to 5.16 per cent of the total 
emoluments. The weighting pattern in tlie New Series of all 
India Consumer Price Index Numbers with the base 1960 = 100, 
compiled by the Labour Bureau on the basis of Family 
Budget Enquiry indicates that house rent accounts for 6.26 
per cent of the total of 100 per cent. In this view, the 
house rent being charged by the Port Trusts for the standard 
quarters allotted by them can. in no way, be considered 
excessive. On the question of the subsidy element in Sub- 
sidised Induslrial Housing Scheme, it is no doubt true that the 
Port Trust auhorities do not get any subsidy for the pro- 
vision of housing for their workers. But considering, as 
already pointed out on behalf of the Port Trusts that the 
economic rent in respect of such quarters is more than 
Rs. 250 per month for the lowest type of quarters and the 
rent charged is a mere fraction of this, the amount of 
hidden subsidy is very much more. 1 do not agree with 
the argument of the workers that in calculating economic 
rent, the capital cost and depreciation should not be taken 
into account. This is particularly so in view of the agree- 
ment of April 1973 in which it has been stated that in any 
case the rent would not exceed the standard rent as deter- 
mined under the Fundcmcntal Rules, and under the Funda- 
mental Rules all these elements are taken into account for 
the purpose of standard rent. In these circumstances I do 
not consider that any reduction in the formula for the recovery 
of rent for standard house is called for. I decide this Issue 
accordingly . . 

‘Issue (li) Whether in the mater of fixaion of pay in 
the revised scales accepted by the Government on 
the basis of the Central Wage Board Report for Port 
and Dock Workers at Major Ports, the interim relief 
of Rs. 11.80 per mensem or par thereof granted 
by Government as recommended by the Wage 
Board should be taken into account". 

14 It was agreed between the parties that this item re- 
lates only to the Port Workers of all the Major Ports and 
the Calcutta Port Commissioners and to the staff of the Dock 
taiboiir Bo.ird' and administrative bodies under them and 
would not cover the dock workers under the various Schemes 
of the differenf Dock T abour Board.s. According to Shri 
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S. C. C. Anthony Pillai, appearing on behlf of the workmen, 
Interim relief is treated as pay for all purposes and cannot 
be withdrawn for the purposes of fitment In support of 
this, Shri Pillai refers to the following observation in Para 
8,31 of the Wage Board Report ; 

"It was, therefore, unanimously decided that interim relief 
should be treated as pay for the purposes of pro- 
vident fund, gratuity, overtime and leave salary and 
that in cases in which it has not been done, it 
should be done". 

Shri Pillai further argued that based on the terms of refe- 
rence of the Wage Board regarding uniformity of emolu- 
ments and the principle of 'equal pay for equal work’, unless 
the interim relief is added to the emoluments of the 
Port workers and the staff of the Dock Labour Boards 
and the Administrative Bodies In the matter of fitment under 
the Wage Board formula, anomalies would result and dis- 
arties would arise. In support of this he referred to Para 
.2.115 according to which “If, in a few cases, the appli- 
cation of this formula too is not helpful for fixing the wares 
of the second group of employees in the revised pay scales, 
the formula may have to he suitably adjusted and the basic 
pay of these employees should be fixed in the revised pav 
scales in such a manner that the increase in their revised 
emoluments, worked out for the month. Is at least equal to 
the appropriate fitment money recommended by the Board”. 
Shri Pillai’s contention v as tha' unless this is done the full 
benefit of the fitment rannev for the various categories 1 or 
the Port employees and the staff of the Dock 1 abnur Boards 
»nd the Administrative Bodies recommended by the Wage 
Board would not be available to them. He Ktrther contended 
that there_ is no indication in the Report of the Wage Board 
that the interim relief should not be added in the case of 
Port workers. According to him, in the case of Port wor- 
kers, particularly in Kandia and Paradip where House Rent 
Allowance and City Compensatory Allowance were not pay- 
able, net increase without the inclusion of the interim relief 
would be less than the fitment money; in the case of other 
Ports also the same would be the position though the diiTe- 
rence between the fitment recommended by the Wage Board 
and the net increase may be less. It is in this context that 
Shn Filial urges that the words "interim relief or part thereof” 
has been advisably used in the arbitration agreement in res- 
pect of this item, Shri Pillai further compared the emohi- 
ments of the Port workers on the one hand with the Dock 
workers on the other in the Port of Madras and pointed out 
that here is a considerable disparity in the total emluments 
and, at least, a part of this disparity must be reduced and 
this can be done only by including the whole or part of the 
Interim relief so that the full benefit of the fitment monev 
recommended by the Wage Board for various categories is 
available to various categories of workmen. On the question 
as to how this argument is consistent with the determination 
of pay in respect of entrants to the Port after 1-1-69, Shri Pillai 
stated that in respect of new entrants, after the Wage Board 
Scheme came into operation, there can be no que.stion of in- 
terim relief being added, as the inclusion of fitment monev 
does not arise in such cases; it is only in pespect of the 
existing Workmen as on l-t-1969 that the point was being 
urged. Shri Pillai further referred to an observation In 
Para 6(i) of the Note of Dissent by the Employer members 
In which they have stated that “we concede that the interim 
relief of Rs. 11.80 has to be absorbed in future.” 


Shri Pallai concluded by arguing that it is unlikclv that 
It more liberal treatment to Dock workers would have been 
deliberately agreed to by the Wage Board in the matter of 
fitment and that the imbalance in the totality of emoluments 
having been created, it must be rectified at least, to some 
extent, by taking Into account the whole or part of the in- 
terim relief, Rs. 11.80, in the matter of fixation of pay of 
Port workers and the staff of the Dock Labour Boards and 
their Administrative Bodies; also the differences in the mini- 
mum emoluments of Port workers between, say a Port like 
Bombay on the one hand and Kandia on the other, can be 
made good only bv adding different quantums of interim 
relief for different Ports and for different scales. According 
to Shri Filial, if cannot be intention of the Wage Board that 
the low paid employees should not get the minimum amount 
of fitment money In this connection he also referred to a 


letter from the then Minister of Shipping & Transport, Sftri 
Raghu Kamiahin which the Minister is supposed to have 
stated that this demand of the workmen would have to be 
viewed with sympathy. 


15. On behalf of the Port authorities, this demand of the 
workers was resisted. Referring to Para 8 31 of the 
Wage Board Report, to which attention had earlier been 
drawn by Shri Pillai. It was pointed out, on behalf of 
the Port authorities that this obiervation relates to a clari- 
fication sought by one of the members of the Wage Board, 
Dr. (Mrs.) Maitrayee Bose. Also they referred to the last 
sentence of Para 8.31 according to which “this applies only 
to the past, as the interim relief will be withdrawn from 
the date from which Board’s recommendations come into 
force”. As regards Para 7,2,115 of the Wage Board Re- 
port to which also a reference was made by Shri Anthony 
Filial, it was pointed out by the representatives for the 
Port authorities that this paragraph should be read with 
the earlier two Paragraphs so that the context and the in- 
tention become clear. The intention of the Wage Board 
becomes, according to the Port Authorities, very clear from 
Para 7.1.66 according to which “as a result of our recom- 
mendation regarding minimum wage, actual increases at the 
minimum level in addition to the interim increase of 
Rs, 11.80 per month should be Rs. 26.70 per month for 
Bombay. Calcutta and Madras, Rs. 26.70 per month for 
Visakhnpatnam and Cochin Rs. 22.20 per month for Mon 
mugao and Rs. 19.20 per month for Kandia and Paradip. 
According to the majority view these increases cannot be 
considered substantial or imposing unbearable burden on the 
industry in view of the many advantages that are likely to 
accnic”. Attention was also invited by the Port Authorities 
to Para 7.2.10, Sub-paras (iii) where an option has been 
given and sub-para (iv) where it has been stated "'rhe 
amount of Rs. 11.80 granted by the Board by way of two 
interim reliefs has been merged in the new Wage structure 
propsed by the Board. Except where specifically indicated 
otherwise, this amount should be vdthdrawn from the date 
the Board’s recommendations come into force”. The illus- 
tration at Page 168 of the Wage Board Report was also 
cited in support of the argument that if the interim relief 
is also to be added, as suggested by the workers, then the 
fitment would have been different in the two cases. The 
Illustration is as follows : — 

"A and B are drawing Rs. 83 and 84 in the scale of 
Rs. 80-1-85-2-95 on the date of Wage Board’s re- 
commendations coming into froce. They will 
both be fitted in at Rs. 120/- in the new scale 
of Rs. 110-2-50-120-3-147 

The Port Authorities also referred to Para 7.6.8 and 
Para 7.6.10 of the Wage Board Report to show that in 
calculating the financial burden, the Wage Board had al- 
ready taken into account the interim relief. 

16. On behalf of the Bombay Stevedores' Association 
and the Chipping and Painting Employers’ Association fP) 
Ltd., Bombay it was argued that the Arbitrator cannot go 
into the justification of the claim and the issue will have 
to be decided on the basis of viable construction of the 
terms of reference. They further pointed out that even 
the claim statement of the Transport and Dock Workers’ 
Union, Bombay (Para 52) makes it clear that it is only 
a question of interpretation. The relevant sentence in 
Para 52 of the claim statement reads as follows : 

“On investigation we found that the anomaly has arisen 
becau'c of the erroneous interpretation of the wage 
fitment fonuiiia by the Port Trust administration 
and the Admini.strative Bodies of the Bombav Dock 
labour Board who have totally ivnored the cle- 
ment and character of interim relief in the pro- 
cess of determining of wages of the employees 
under the revised wage structure”. 

In addition to referring to various paragraphs from the 
Wage Board Report, cited on behalf of the Port Trust 
authorities, it was urged on behalf of the Bombay Steve- 
dores' Association and the Chipping and Painting Emp- 
Invers’ Association fP) ltd , Bombav that Sub-para (ii) of 
7.2 116 of the Wage Board Report dealing with the fitment 



Sec. 3(ii)l THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; DECEMBER 7. 1974/AGRAHAYANA 16, 1896 3527 


fotaiula makes not referontc to interim relief in respect of 
‘he Port Trust workers, in contract to Para 7.2.120 relatiiut 
to formula for Dock workers where interim relief has been 
specifically mentioned. If the fitment formula for the Dock 
workers includes the clemcnL of interim relief, it may be 
for the reason that the dock workers who are for the first 
time coming on the time-scales of pay would have to be 
given this benefit. It was fuithci argued that if the in- 
tenm relief is given in full the amount in certain cases may 
exceed the fitment amount recommended by the Wage 
Board. Also adding the interim relief in full or part rnay 
also m certain cases result in some of the workers going 
over to a higher dearness allowance slab, thereby creating 
further disparities. 

17. I have very carefully considered this question in the 
light of the arguments advanced and the relevant por- 
tions of the Wage Board report. 1 agree that this is an 
issue to be decided fully on the basis of interpretation. 
It may be pointed out that the Central Wage Board dur- 
ing the course of its work had recommended the grant of 
interim relief on two occasions aggregating to Rs. 11.80 in 
all per month. These recommend.itionfl were accepted by 
the Govt, and given effect to. The only point for consi- 
deration is whether the interim relief in part or in full 
should be taken into account in the matter of wage fixa- 
tion for the workers under the various Port Authorities 
and also for the staff undei the Dock Labour Boards and 
their administrative Bodies. It must be pointed out at the 
outset wheicus even before the implementation of the Wage 
Board’s recommendations the employees under the Port 
Authorities as well as the staff under the Dock Labour 
Boards and their Administrative Bodies were on time-scales 
of pay, almost all the Dock workcra under the Dock Lab- 
our Board Schemes were under daily rates of wages with- 
out the benefit of any time-scales It is for this reason that 
the Wage Board also in working out its proposals for fit- 
ment into the new scales of pay had to evolve two different 
sets of formulae for fitment. In Para 7.2.112 of the 
Report, the Wage Board has stated as follows ; 


100) are the same at Rs. 100 and Rs. 72 respectively. The 
Compensatory Allowance is Rs, 10/- for Bombay, Calcutta 
and Madias, Rs. 8 for Marmugao and Rs, 5 for Visa- 
khapatnam and Cochin with no CA for Kandla and 
Paradeep. Similarly, H.R.A. is Rs. 20/- for Bombay, 
Calcutta, Madras, Rs. 10/- for Marmugao, Visakhapatuam 
and Cochin and no H.R.A. for Kandla and Paradeep. 
The existing emoluments at the time of the Wage Board's 
recommendations in the casf of basic, D.A., C.A. and 

Interim relief were Rs. 175i30 at Bombay, Calcutta and 

Madras, Rs. 160.30 at Visakhapatnam and Cochin, 
Rs. 167.80 at Marmugao and Rs. 152.80 at Kandla and 
Paradeep (Para 7.1.21 of the Wage Board Report). Keep- 
ing these figures in mind and the observation of the Wage 
Board in Para 7.1.66 of the Wage Board, wherein they 
say that as a result of their recommendations regarding 
minimum wage actual increase at the minimum level in 
addition to interim relief of Rs. 11.80 would be Rs, 26.70 
for Bombay, Calcutta and Madras, Rs, 26,70 at Visakha- 
patnam and Cochin, Rs. 22,20 at Marmugao and Rs. 19,20 
at Kandla and Paradeep it is abundantly clear that 
the interim relief is not to be added once again 

for the purposes of fitment. The same figures for 

increases in the wages at minimum level based on the 
recommendations have been adopted in Pare 7.6.8 of the 
Report in its Chapter on the Impact of proposed Wage 
Structure. Again, in 7.2.10 (sub-paragraph (iv), Wage 
Board has stated that the amount of Rs. 11.80 granted by 
the Board by way of two interim reliefs has been merged 
in the new wage structure proposed by the W^e Board 
except where specifically indicated otherwise this amount 
should be withdrawn from the date the Board’s recommen- 
dations come into force.” Further in para 7.3.16 of this 
Report, the Wage Board had stated that “it may also be 
mentioned here that although there is unanimity on the 
minimum basic wage of Rs. 100/- per month the majority 
has arrived at this figure by merging In the present basic 
pay a major portion of the increase (including interim re- 
lief) in the total emoluments which would have accrued to 
the employees as n result of its recotnmendationa". 


"TTie Board found it difficult to prescribe a single formula 
for the fitment of all the categories of Port and Dock work- 
ers in the revised pay scales, because the pay structure for 
the employees of the Port authorities and staff of dock labour 
boards and their administrative bodies is different at pres- 
ent, from the pay stiuctiire for the rest of the employees in 
the docks; viz, the roistered, listed and unlisted workers, 
employees of Food Corporation of India, ore and other 
bulk cargo handling workers, tea-chest handling workers, 
daily-rated workers and other categories of dock work- 
ers employed by private or public agencies". In Para 
7,2,113, the Wage Board has stated that ‘hhe wage structure 
of First group of employees (of the Port authorities, etc.) 
is more or less the same as applicable to the Central Govt, 
employees and due to the application of the recomenda- 
tions of the Classification and Categorisation Committee and 
Pay Commissions there is already a degree of standardisa- 
tion so far as the wage structure of this group of etnployees 
is concerned. Their emoluments consist of basic pay. 
Dearness Allowance, City Compensatory Allowance and 
House Rent Allowance, wherever applicable. The same 
is not the case in the case of wage structure of the other 
group of dock workers (registered, listed, etc.). Since 
there is no standardise wage structure for them, the 
wage pattern of this group of employees differ from Port 
to Port and even within the same Port”. It is for this 
reason that the Board had evolved two different formulae. 
In view of this it is dear that the demand for inclusion either 
in part or in full of the interim relief for the employees 
of the Port authorities or for the staff of the Dock Labour 
Boards and their administrative bodies is untenable. That 
the interim relief would be withdrawn from the date from 
which Board’s recomendations come into force is clear 
from Para 8.31 of the Report to which a rcfcrenc has 
already been made above. Also it is clear that the interim 
relief gets merged into the new pay structure excepting where 
it has been specifically recommended to be included for 
the purposes of fitment as in the case of Dock workers, 
when one icuj'-, Para 7 1 6^ and 7.1.66 of the Wage 
Board Report. The Wage Board had recommended by a 
majority a total minimum wage of Rs. 202 for Bombay. 
Calcutta and Madras, Rs, 190 for Marmugao, Rs. 187 for 
Visakhapatnam and Cochin and Rs. 172 for Kandla and 
Paradeep. In all these cases, the basic pay and the dearness 
allowance at Consumer Price Index Number 215 (1949 = 


It is therefore, abundantly clear from the variou* obser- 
vations of the Wage Board that they were obliged to have 
two different sets of formulae for fitment — one for the Dock 
workers and another for the workers under the Port Autho- 
rities and the staff of the Dock Labour Boards and their 
administrative bodies and that it is also clear that in res- 
pect of the categories who are covered by this issue under 
arbitration, the interim relief stands merged when the new 
wage structure came into force. For these, reasons I do 
not consider that there is any merit in the demand for in- 
clusion in full or in part of the interim relief in the matter 
of fixation of pay in the revised scales. ’The Haim Is dis- 
allowed. 


18. “Issue (ill) : — Whether Dearness Allowance (in- 
cluding additional Dearness Allowance and increas- 
es in Dearness Allowance from time to time) in 
part or full should be treated as pay for the pur- 
pose of House Rent allowance and City Com- 
pensatory allowance". 

It was argued, at the outset, by Shri S.C.C. Anthony 
PiUal and Shri Makhan Chatterjec that in the Note of 
Dissent submitted W the representatives of workmen oa 
the Central Wage Board for Port and Dock Workers in 
Major Ports they have referred to the Report of the Nation- 
al Commission on Labour which had then been just pub- 
lished and have expressed the view that a portion rf the 
dearness allowance should have been merged with pay. 
Shri S, R. Kulkami and Shri Makhan Chatteijee had, their 
Note of Dissent, stated as follows : 

“The rates of the dearness allowance recommended by 
a majority of the Members of the Wage Board 
are the same as applicable to the Port and Centre! 
Government employees, when the average All India 
Consumer Price Index was 215, with merely the 
enhancement thereof by one rupee only. 

The decision regarding the structure of pay and allow- 
ances were taken long before the Government of 
India announced Its decision regarding merger of 
the Dearness Allowance payable at me all India 
index of 175, and calling it “Dearness Pay 
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Thereafter, the Report of the National Commission on 
Labour has been published. At paragraph 16.41 
of the said Report it is asserted ; We have been 
informed that prices are not likely to settle below 
the level of 1968. Spokesman of the Planning Com- 
mission and the Reserve Bank of India, besides 
others have been clear on this point. There can 
thus be a strong case for merging dearness allow- 
ance with basic wage at the 1968 price level. 


In the light of this recommendation of a body whose 
opinions are undoubtedly weighty, we arc of the 
view that there should be no reduction in the rates 
of dearness allowance payable at the index 213. 
Since this was the average for the year 1968. 


In the light of the said recommendation of the National 
Commission on Labour, which Government, wo 
trust, will undoubtedly accept, and as wages of 
comparable employees arc likely to be revised in 
the light of the said recommendation, we are of the 
opinion that the whole of the rates of Dearness 
Allowance recommended by the Wage Board at 
index 215 of the All India Consumer Price Index 
should be merged with basic pay for all purposes." 


Referring to the ‘acute distress’ caused to the Port and 
Dock workers consequent on the steep increase in costs in- 
cluding cost of rent particularly in Metropolitan cities and 
those cities where Port and Dock workers live and work, the 
Workers’ representatives quoted trom the reports of the 
Ist, 2nd & 3rd Pay Commissions in respect of these matters. 
They also referred to the increased rate of house rent allow- 
ance being sanctioned for various public sector enterprises 
in the Metropolitan centres. They also referred to the 
earlier orders of the Government of India treating a portion 
of the dearness allowance as dearness pay for certidn pur- 
poses such as higher tlRA, CA, from 1st December, 1968 
In this context it was also argued that the above-mentioned 
order of the Govt, had not been given effect to in respect 
of Class III and Class IV employees of the Port Tru.sts. 
In support of the claim they referred to the decision of the 
Wage Board on Interim Relief Award that the Port and 
Dock workers should continue to be paid dearness allow- 
ance on ti^ pattern of the dearness allowance of the 
Central Government employees tiU final recommendations 
of the Board came into effect, keeping this in view, it was 
urged that merger of a certain portion of D.A. with pay 
1$ also covered by the term “Pattern of the Dearness Al- 
lowance.” The workers’ representatives further pointed out 
that keeping in view the D.A. formula for Port and Dock 
workers evolved by the Wage Board for the neutralisa- 
tion of increases in cost of living, the disparities in emolu- 
ments, between the Port and Dock workers on the one hand 
and other industrial workers in these Metropolitan areas on 
the other, have considerably widened and it is only by 
merging a portion of the dearness allowance as dearness 
pay that some relief would be available to these workmen, 
as such merger would increase their house rent allowance 
as well as city compensatory allowance. 


The worker’s representatives further referred to a Reso- 
lution of the Trustees of the Cochin Port Trust Board at 
its meeting held on 14-10-1971 at which it was resolved by 
the Trustees to urge the Government to pass necessary orders 
very early for implementing the Finance Ministry's O.M. 
of 18th January 1971 in respect of Class III and Class IV 
employees of the Port also with effect from 1st December, 
1968. The Workers’ icpresenlativc.s fuithcr icferred to the 
recommendations of the Desai Committee which was set 
M by the Government to go into the pay structure of 
Class I and Class II employees of various Port Trusts and 
Dock Labour Boards in which the Committee had recom- 
mended that a certain portion of the dearness allowance 
must be merged with pay; these recommendations were ac- 
cepted by the Government and given effect to from LI 
Considering that the Desai Committee in its Report has 
referred to the various recommendations of the Wage 
Board in respect of several matters and has recommended 
merger of a certain portion of D.A. with basic pay, it was 
urged by the Workers’ representatives that a similar bentht 
should be extended (o Class HI & Class IV employees of 
the Port Trusts and Dock Labour Boards. 


19. On behalf of the Port authorities it was, on ^ 
other hand, urged that the claim for merger of a portion 
of dearness allowance with pay is only an attempt at wage 
revision, what the workers are interested is not a mere 
notional merger of a portion of dearness allowance wi*h 
pay but the consequential increase in the house rent allow- 
ance and compensatory allowance which they would be 
entitled to as a result of such merger. It was, therefore, 
urged on behalf of the Port authorities that such a conse- 
quential increase will upset the carefully evolved wage struc- 
ture for the Port and Dock workers by the Wage Board 
under which the wage was divided into four components of 
basic pay, dearness allowance, house rent allowance and 
compensatory allowance. They further urged that the le- 
commendation of the Wage Board fixing the minimum wage 
at Rs. 202 for Bombay, Calcutta and Madras, Rs. 190 for 
Mnrmugao and Rs. 187 for Visakhapatnam and Cochin and 
Rs. 172 for Kandla and Paradeep was the majority recom- 
mendation of the Wage Hoard including the representatives 
of the workers on the Wage Board. This being the cose, 
an attempt to alter the wage structure on the plea of the 
reed for the merger of a certain portion of D.A. with basic 
pay for the purposes of increased HRA and CA should 
not be countenanced particularly when this demand for 
merger has been turned down by the Wage Board by its 
majority recommendation. It was further argued on be- 
half of the Port authorities that it is not consistent for the 
workers’ representatives to continue to refer to the Govern- 
mental pattern when it was, at their instance that the Em- 
ployers' representatives on the Wage Board were enjoined 
not to take a regid .stand on this. As regards 
the reference made by the Workers’ representa- 
tives to the recommendations of the Desai Com- 

mittee and Government orders thereon, it was argued on 
behalf of the Port authorities that the Wage Board, on the 
one hand, and the Desai Committee, on the other, were two 
different bodies concerning different categories of employees; 
therefore the recommendations of the Desai Committee afid 
Government’s decision thereon cannot be advanced as an 
argument in favour of their claim. Similar arguments were 
also advanced by Shri Kaka. 

20. 1 have carefully considered this matter, in the light of 
the statements made, the Report of the Wage Board and 
other factors. The majority Report of the Wage Board on 
the question of conversion of part of dearness allowance into 
dearness pay is in Paras 8.19 to 8.22 of the report, as ex- 
tracted below : — 

“8.19 The labour members referred to the recent orders 
of Government to the effect that a portion of dear- 
ness allowance should be treated as pay for the pur- 
pose of pension and gratuity, contributory provi- 
dent fund, city compensatory allowance, house rent 
allowance, travelling allowance, etc. and demanded 
that similar action should be taken for port and 
dock workers. 

8.20 The employer members were opposed to the ac- 
ceptance of this demand particularly for the reason 
that the Board had already taken a decision not to 
be guided by the Government wage structure. 

8.21 It was difficult for the Chairman and independent 
members also to agree with the demand of labour, 
because there appeared to be no justification in 
claiming the benefits subsequently accruing to Gov- 
einment einpJoycc.s m maltors in which a departure 
has alicady been decided to be made by the Board 

' from Government pattern of wage structure. By 
the Government decision to treat a part of dearness 
allowance as dearne.ss pay, there have been no 
changes in the scales of pay, rates of increments 
and the basis on which dearne.ss allowance is cal- 
culated. On the other hand, according to the new 
pay structure recommended by the Board, higher 
pay scales have been proposed, increment rates have 
been upgraded and a more beneficial system of D.A. 
has been lecommendcd. 

8.22 Moreover, the port and dock workers do not stand 
to gain much by the conversion of their D.A, into 
dearness pay in so far as the relirement bene- 
fits arc concerned, because the C.P.F. and special 
gratuity contributions are already ' on the basis of 
total wage and in case of pension the Board has 
recommended that the definition of pay should be 
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uniform for calculation of all retirement benefits. 
The Board has, therefore, decided, by majority, 
(labour members dissenting) that there should be no 
conversion of part of dearness allowance into dear- 
ness pay". 

It may be seen from above that the majority decision of 
the Wage Board against conversion of a portion of dearness 
allowance into dearness pay was on the ground that the new 
pay structure recommended by the Wage Board envisages 
higher pay scales, upgraded incremental rates and more hene- 
flcial system of dearness allowance. Considering, therefore, 
that the Wage Board by majority recommendation.s have 
turned down this request of merger of a certain portion of 
D.A. with dearness pay and that the Wage structure at Con- 
flumei Price Index 215 (1949= 100) comprising the elements 
cf basic wage, dearness allowance, House Rent Allowance 
pnd Compensatory Allow.ance was again basen on the majority 
recommendations of the Wage Board including the Worker*' 
representatives and considering that even in their Note of 
Dissent, Sarva Shri S. R. Kulkarnl and Makhan Chatterlee 
had also recomended dearness allowance at Consumer Price 
Index No. 215 (at which the various components of wage 
were fixed) should alone be merged with the basic pay tor 
all purposes, I see no justification for the claim for such a 
merger. Any merger of this nature would indirectly amount 
to a wage revision and will affect the wage structure, a* 
evolved by the Wage Board and accepted by the Government. 
Such a change could and should be thought of only by a 
Wage Revision Authority taking all attendant circumstances 
into account and should not he embarked upon in an indirect 
manner as is now suggest particularly when the recommenda- 
tion of Wage Board, as accepted by the Government, were 
to be in operation for a period of 5 year* from 1-1-1969. 


system of wage revision. In the context of reasons that led 
to the Wage Board recommending by a majority against 
such merger, as detailed above by me. 1 do not think that 
the device of merger, at this stage would be a proper or 
desiiable one. I understood from the parties during the hearing 
that the recommendations of the Wage Board having run 
their course, pioposals are already afoot for selling up a Wage 
Revision Machinery for the Port and Dock industry, Rehef 
by way of an interim or of final nature in respect of Port 
and Dock workers will have to be sought from that forum. 
It was urged before me on behalf of the workmen that, to 
the extent, 1 would give some relief in this matter to the 
workmen, the ultimate burden of additional wages etc. to 
the workmen that may be recommended by a Wage Revision 
Machinery woula become lighter. Even should this be so, I 
do not think that on merits, the demand for merger of a 
portion of dearness allowance with pay for the purpose of 
House Rent allowance and Compensatory Allowance can be 
conceded by me at this stage. I may also briefly dispose of 
the argument on behalf of the workers based on the recom- 
mendations of the Desai Committee in respect of Class I and 
Class II Officers in this regard and Government decision 
thereon. It would appear that in making their recomendations, 
the Desai Committee had kept in view the recommendation 
of the Wage Board in respect of Class HI and Class IV em- 
ployees. The recommendation of the Desai Committee on 
the treatment of portion of Dearness Allowance as deames* 
pay as in Para 2,41 of its Report reads as follows : — 

‘‘2.41. At present out of the Dearness Allowance paid, 
the following amounts are treated as Dearness Pay. 


pay range Dearness Allowance treated as 

Dearness pay 


While on this, I would also like to refer to another matter: 
the Wage Board, by a majority in Para 8.17 of its Report 
had decided that the definition of pay should be the same 
for all retirement benefits as it is applicable at present to 
Contributory Provident Fund of the major Port Authorities 
for Class III and Class IV employees. As a consequence of 
this recommendation, the Board also, by majority, recom- 
mended that the employees should be allowed to exercise a 
fresh option in respect of pension benefits. I am referring to 
this recommendation for the reason that in Pam 8.22 of its 
Report, referred to earlier, it may be seen that one of the 
argument* against merger of a part of Dearness Allowance 
as dearness pay was that the Ports and Dock Workers do 
not stand to gain much by the conversion of their D.A. as 
Dearness pay insofar as retirement benefits are concerned, for 
the reason that, in the case of pension, the Wage Board 
had recommended that the definition of pay should be 
uniform for calculation of all retirement benefits. This recom- 
mendation of the Wage Board relating to the definition of 
pay for pension was not initially accepted by the Govern- 
ment. However, as a result of representations made to the 
Government, from time to time, (he Government had modi- 
fied these orders and had decided at one stage to treate a cer- 
tain portion of Dearness Allowance as pay for the purposes 
of pension. On further consideration the Government decided 
in June, 1973 to accept the recommendations of the Wage 
Board m Para 8.17 and Para 8.18 of its Report; consequently, 
in the case of Class III and Class IV employees, ‘pay’ for 
the purposes of pension and pensionary benefits would in- 
clude dearness allowance as admissible from time to time, 
piece rate earnings wherever applicable, and City Compensa- 
tory allowance. It is thus clear that the recommendations 
of the Wage Board in respect of this matter having been 
accepted by the Government the reasons advanced by the 
Wage Board by majority in not agreeing to merging a 
portion of D.A. with pay become both consistent and stiong 

In turning down this claim for merger of s certain por- 
tion of dearness allowance with pay for the purposes of 
house rent allowance & City compensatory allowance. I am 
not unaware of the enormous increase in costs particularly 
in those Metropolitan cities and other centres where the 
Port and Dock workers live and work. I have noted the ai- 
guments advanced on behalf of the workers that the dispari- 
ties in earnings between Port and Dock workers on the one 
hand and other sirailaily placed workmen on the other, in 
such centres have been widening. This is a matter which will 
have to be, as already pointed out by me, tackled by a 


Up to Rs. 400 Rs. 110/- 

Rs, 400— Rs. 999 Rs. 120/- 

Mbout Rs. 999 Amount short of Rs. 1119/- 


We have examined whether any part bf the Dearness Al- 
lowance recommended b\ us should be treated as Dearness 
Pay. Taking into account the revised scales that we have 
suggested, we recommend that in respect of persons drawing 
pay up to Rs. 1000 an amount of Rs, 45 per month out of 
the Dearness Allowance recommended by us should be treated 
as Dearness Pay”. 

No specific rci ^ >n for this recommendation has been given 
unless it be that the Committee considered it necessary to 
extend the scheme of merger even under their proposed 
revised wage structure. While this recommendation differs 
from that made by the Wage Board I do not think that any 
relief On this account alone is called for in view of the reasons 
which compelled the Wage Board in its majority view to 
recomenmd against such merger. 

As regards Resolution of the Cochin Port Trust referred 
to above, it may be noted that the Resolution was merely to 
urge the Government to pass necessary orders for merging 
a portion of D.A. as dearness pay in respect of Class IH 
and Class IV employees of the Port also w.e.f. 1st December, 
1968. Presumably, the Government had not thought it fit to 
act on this Resolution of the Cochin Port Trust in view of 
the decision already taken by the Government excepting the 
majority recomendation of the Wage Board m this regard. 

In these circumstances, I do not consider th.it any portion 
of the dearness allowance should be treated as pay for the 
purposes of house rent allowance and city compensatory al- 
lowance. This issue is decided accordingly. 

21. An Award is passed in terms of decision indicated by 
nic above on each of the three issues referred to mo for 
.'irbitration. Paities will bear their own casts. 

I would like to express my very grateful thanks to the 
representatives of the workers as well as the Employers 
who appeared before me and extended to me full cooperation 
m arguing their case with precision as well as expedition 
During the bearings there was a con.sider.ablc degree of good 
humour on both sides which made my job as an Arbitrator 
pleasant and worthwhile 
12-11-1974. 

[No. L. 39013/1/73-P&D/CMTJ 
T. S. SANKARAN, .\rbitrator and It. Secy. 
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New Delhi, the 26th November, 1974 

S.O, 3247. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of Shri 
Ghasilal Teh Mine Owner Post Dabi (District Bundi) and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the Mh November, 1974, 


CENTRAI GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR 


Case No- SG1T/LC(R) (1 1 J of 1974. 
(Notification No. L-2901 1 (22) /74-LR.IV, dated 10-5-1974) 
PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Budhpura 
Sand Stone Mine of Shri Ghasilal Teli, Post Dabi (Dis- 
trict Bundi) and their workmen. 

APPEARANCES : 


tatives replied to the representation made by the Un^M wife' 
regard to the workmen’s demand nor he or his rcprc.scnta- 
tive appeared before the Assistant Labour Commissioner 
(Central) Kota when the latter was seized of the conciliation 
proceedings. The aforesaid proceedings before the Assistant 
labour Commissioner ((„cntial) Kota ended in failure and 
thereafter the t.entral Government made the present reference 
to this riibiiniil. 


Shri Mahabir Prasad Sharma in his evidence has siippoited 
the case of the workmen. Similar question came up before 
me in a number of references viz. Nos.CGIT/LC(R) (16/, 
(20), (21) and (25) of 1973 and CGIT/LC (R)(4), (5), (6) 
and (7) of 1974 in winch I have held that the National and 
Eestival holidays in question should be treated as paid holi- 
days. I have taken the view that apart from the holidays 
and rest days allowed under the Mines Act, the workmen 
are entitled to the aforesaid holidays since they aie well re- 
cognised national holidays and festivals. The mere fact tliat 
such holidays do not come under the provisions of the Mines 
Act docs not mean that the workmen are only entitled to one 
day’s holiday for workings on si,\ days and they cannot have 
any other paid holidays. As mentioned above, in view of 
the well recognised national character of the ajforcsaid holi- 
days, I have no hestitation in holding that the workmen are 
entitled to the aforesaid holidays as paid holidays from 
4-1-1974 and J make my award accordingly. 


For the management ; — None. 

For (he workmen : — Shri M.P. Sharma. 

INDUSTRY ; Sand Stone Mine DISTRICT BUNDI (RAJ.). 

AWARD 

The workmen of Budhpura Sand Stone Mine owned by 
Shri Ghasilal Teli, Post Dabi, district Bundi raised a dispute 
with regard to the grant of the following national paid hoU- 
day* and festivab from 4-1-1974 : — 


Independence Day (26th January) 

— 

1 day 

1st May (Labour Day) 


1 day 

Holika Dahan (Dhulendi) 

... 

1 day 

Rakshabandhan 


1 day 

Krishna Janma Ashtami 


1 day 

15th August (Independence Day) 


I day 

Dussehra 


1 day 

Dipawali 


1 day 

2nd October (Gandhi Jayanti) 


I day 

Id 

... 

1 day 


The attitude of the employer has been deplorable. He did 
not appear before this 4'ribunal in spite of the notices scut 
to him. The representative of the Union has appeared 
before me in person. He has claimed coat*. I allow Rs. 200, - 
as costs to the workmen. 

[No, L-290n/22/74-LR-lV] 
S. N. KATJU, Presiding officer. 


New Delhi, the 27th November, 1974 

S.O. 3248. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Industrial Tri- 
bunal, Rajasthan, Jaipur in the matter of an application 
under section 33A of the Act filed by Shri Prahlad Gajar 
against the Project Officer, Pyrites, Phosphates and Chemicals 
Limited, Post Office; Khandcia, District Sikar, Rajasthan 
which was received by the Central Government on the eleventh 
November, 1974, 


CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 
RAJASTHAN, JAIPUR 


The dispute on behalf of the workmen was sponsored by 
the Father Khan Mazdoor Sangh, Kota, At first it took up 
the matter with the Mine Owner, Shri Ghasilal Teli, but Ih-. 
lattei did not send any reply to the Union. Thereafter, the 
Union raised the dispute before the Assistant Labour Com- 
missioner (Central) Kota. Neither the cniploycr nor any of 
his representative appeared before the Assistant Labtiur Com- 
missioner (Central) Kota on any of the dates fixed by him 
for conciliation proceedings which eventually ended in failure. 
Thereafter the Central Government referred the dispute to 
this Tribunal. The question for the adjudication of this Tri- 
bunal us set out in the schedule to the reference is; — 


Complaint No. CTT-I of 1973 

Shri Prahlad Gujar s/o Shri Manguram Cximplainanl 

Vs. 

The Project officer. Pyrites, Phosphates and Chemicals 
Limited, P.O. Khandela, District Sikar, Rajasthan ..Odp. 
Party 

AWARD 


“Whether the workmen employed in the Budhpura Sand 
Stone Mine of Shri Ghasilal Teli. Post IJabi (Dis- 
trict Bundi) are entitled for grant of any paid 
national and festival holidays?’ 

Neither the employer nor any one of his representaiive 
appeared before me on any ot the dates fixed for the hearing 
of the reference, nor did the eniployei file any written state- 
ment on his behalf. 

Shri Mahabii Prasad Sharma, the President of the Patiiar 
Khan Mazdoor Sangh, Kota appeared before mo on behalf 
of the workmen and gave evidence on their behalf. He has 
statcij that neither the employer nor any one of his ropresen- 


This is a Complaint under Section 33,\ of the Industrial 
Disputes filed on behalf of Shri Prahlad against the older of 
his removal dated 20-2-97,3, it is nJlcged he was an employee 
of the Pyrites, Phosphates and Chemical Limited, Khandeh. 
On 20-2-73 he was removed flora service on frivilous charges. 
Since he is a conceined workman in the reference peuciing 
before this Tribunal, it was incumbent upon the management 
to obtain appioval from his Tribunal. 

In reply it was pointed out on behalf of the management 
that Shri Prahlad Gujar was removed after proper enquiry 
and an application for approval was made to the Tribunal 
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3 2 50- — ?n3TnT ^ < I'M ^ !l+i4 


wVxh is under consideration. The learned counsel for the 
applicant conceded that approval application has been filed. 
Hence the application is rejected and a no dispute award is 
passed. 

22-8-1974. 

U. N. MATHUR, Presiding oillcer 
[No. L-29014/2/74-LR.IV] 
R. KUNJITHAPADAM. Under Secy. 


trf ’ 26 1974 

3249. — +i tia' ^ 'saNla 

^ Jr ^ Pi^iM 

ITWr fiPTT ^ yjv^vTi JfitoT 

^ ^ f^Frt^snrf 'd'l^ Cl ^ 

xftK ^PT‘, fwT Tt ^ 

trt:, Wt llWfTRr rfErf^, 1947 ( 1 947 14) 

^ tl |7T 10 *T^ (l) % (^) ffPT W'^ti *PT 

j ^TT*FR! , \j'Tn fqttKi ifit si't^ 

HPT 7“^ ^ if rw'*h ^ *^1 ( 2)) 

^ % f"PT ff I 

49 1 vTs^Vu' •tiia'ii fljti4 PifliST, trtn^nTT. 

ftpTt pTSTT^kw % ’pNtrr >apr ^ wtr^r ®i5t triro 

^ro ^0 ir66', ’TrfhiPT 'Wt I 47t 29 rt|rtM ' < , 1973 <W=ifT 

’TTTl' »i5t trftrrf •'Uivilf^'d sfl i* trftr :i^, tft fw 

[tmr tp4o-2012/l63/7.3-97TatTF'o-2] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 26th October. 1974 

S.O, 3249. — Wheieas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management of Rhurkunda Colliery of 
National Coal Development Corpoiation T.imitcd, Post Offlee 
Bhurkunda, District Hnzarlbagh, and their workmen in res- 
pect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A 
of the said Act 


SCHEDULE 

Whether the management of Bhurkunda Colliery of 
Messrs National Coat Development Coiporation 
Gmlted, Post Offlee Bhurkunda. District Hazaribagh 
was justified in dismissing Shri M, K. B. Menon. 
Mechanic Grade-I from the 29th September, 1973 7 
If not, to what relief is the workman entitled 7 

[No. L-2012/163/73-LR-II.] 


STT^ 4 Stf^ ir >5(1% «T7T 4ftfi=rT<t, 

elH^t), fitPTr *1^919 % ^ ^3Vf% 4iH- 

TRt % #4" tpP wliftfw frm r^NTUH ^ ; 

Ij'ix iRt: n X 'san faaia li)' •^rPrfmiitpT ^ [^4 

rnjruin TTtwT irtHi4Br | ; 

XI^:, xw, xftlfini4> Iwt; xrfhlWT, 1947 (l947 >FT 14) 

4?r RKT in 4fV OTHRT ( 1 ) ^ (xf) ITTT grfwif W 

spiPT 4rv^ JIT, 4^9 n sail x 'dan (aald 41) 4it 

4>t h I XI 7-41 % ajuin XjWrfiTT Xlfuax^i, atnaxu 4?) xqT9- 

^ [19^ t I 

aa I And 4>)Pia6, aiaia x <^9+j), lam ala id 

^ dafl >ia*‘tinna ^IT, xTh filT 4iaa, 

Tt% TOTl, ifTo =41fT^, XWS'flR iTPPr, 4PfpT XJdJiJ) , 

^ 0 ua Mufi < XT^TT^t, xft 0 aa^x, H^jx aiian, dt o 6'Si^L 
tnfjpu lain ift 0 <aPia» xA x IhmT, ^ o aiPiai 4^ 2 9 x^atj^a x. 
1972 & ffSTHTT ^ ^ 154T1: llTfiT PfUftfer ^ ? nft fit 
■titidfR fiptr % ^41413 ? ? 

[tie '3PTel9012/2.3/7 3'W®^®2] 

ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 3I»t October, 1974 

S.O. 3250. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employen in 
relation to the management of Jote Janki Khaa Colliery, Post 
Office Topsi, District Burdwnn and their workmen in respect 
of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed ; 

And whereas the Centra] Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the 
said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the management in relation to Jote Janki Khaa 
Colliery, Post Offlee Topsi, District Burdwan are 
justified in refusing employment to Sarvashri Ram 
Brich Yadav, Munshi, Harichandra Yadav, Night 
Guard, Md. Hussain, Driver, Ram Kumar Yadav, 
Jalil Ansari, B. Mazdoor, Asgar Ansarl, B, Mazdoor, 
Mazur Alam, B, M.izdoor, Sadique Khan, P, Miner 
and Gafur Mia, P. Miner with effect from the 
28th October, 1972 7 If not to what relief are the 
workmen entitled 7 

[No, L-19012/23/73-LRlI,] 

4tT° RTo 32SI. — aw: fTTWTT iff TPr ^ fip 

Xi^ t fwff % 41 ^ ir xtftt xiqifi 

RFIi J%4rr, UTRpfNT 'alirTT ^TRj a'I4Txn; jf | '4'ir ) < r, 

f^nXT tRTPf % axi'-tui'vl if xj^y ^94% 4, 4 4 110' 

^ fw ff4f xfhftfw PqilHH | ; 
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»ik TOTT TTt njTTfWtT^T W 

PlfftRT«PT^ ^ ; 

tw, 5 iWlw Prrre 1947 ( 1947 tt 1 il 

»rPT 10 ■STETFT ( 1 ) % w (^) am smr srPpnft wr 
jpfPr ^ giT, ^ fw^ tT irftrPm 

OTTT ^ ’ifiT ?Tl?rtPnT wftpfrm ( 4wr 1 ) , h'i»( 14 ^ 

nTRpnPn ifr Pw PrffTPT ^ 1 

<FTT 'TFR WTO ilw 'siftt- 

?tlT WTOWT: 'jfl<n<ri<,T, fsTTr tFRK ffm hui 

^ wVi: wTTo t^o OTff, STOT wWrft ^ qtr w^ 
ruinir^ii I wk 'FTT fi+arrpnfr ^ 0241 ^wFmr, 3 ttr, sfl 
wPFT TFnft 'fT ^jrnTRF4V ?!>■ 4 TT fTFT W t ’ 
qfir n’t w-joln ^ giRrt # wtv Pm nrftw 

?t ? 

[fwr n;F’t>-20 1 2/54/74-tpToWTT-?] 

ORDER 

S.O. 3251. — Whercns the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the manogement of Messrs Thapar Intrafor Com- 
pany of India Limited, Contractor, Jamadoba Colliery, Post 
Office Jealgora, District Dhanbad and their workmen in res- 
pect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto an- 
nexed : 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal (No, 1), Dhanbad, constituted under section 
7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the retrenchment of Sarvashri Madan Mohan 
Nandi, and R. N. Das, Dumper Operators by 
Messrs Thapar Intrafor Company of India Limited. 
Contractor, Jamadoba Colliery, Post Office Jealgora, 
District Dhanbad, is legal and justified and whether 
the employees have been paid retrenchment com- 
pensation, Gratuity, Leave Wages, Bonus, etc., cor- 
rectly 7 If not, to what relief are the workmen 
entitled and from what date 7 

[No. 1-2012/54/74-1 RII1 

wr^vr 

h# ^=41, 4 m«rT, 1974 

WiTo WTo 325 2, — mj ml) 

v'j^'sO 4 frfhfcs fwff % wmr ’fftfw 

STOTT WFPTTO, f^TT UHTI? s4 TO'N'W % gT-nsra 

^ pTutirof wtr 4Tl't>i Oi" ^ tro wItIPto Pmr 
PtiFrFTt ; 

wV m- OTOK fmro s?l FufJpihH' ^ fw 

"TFiT Ara41n Jdwtfr t ; 

tPT:, 5TO, sfWfsTO fw? WfaPtUT, 1947 (l947 TiT 14) 

trm in s?r (i) ^ jjs- (t) am stott wfamf <frr 


mfhr jn, thtor Ptoto s?! wf a f-itiH 
nm 7TO trahr nfetr wWIPto wftroTTT (4i> 2 ), anJiis t) 
TOFfPlvhpT ^ Pii) fn^fwM ^ I 


sni^ 

WT 471# WTOl llfm sflrr STOFTT *TFTOTO, f^TT 

iPTOTO sP wftoto Mi) P it d % imn##) httmts) uVt, 

PmrnT ntr, TMrmhim 4TO, mrawro rpt wVt Pm 4) 

Pi'S') a# 4 U’oPilfi'i MrrRT 'JiqPti ml) 9) <'4 1), 19 7 3 if ^)TipT 
% T=mJT 4# MT TT# PTTT W T^T m4)f4T ^ ? uft t4), 

4) T#TR ^ irmr t 5f)T Pm tnfPi i) ? 

[RW trR-2012/24/74-t(7fo WTTo-2] 


orders 

New Delhi, the 4th November, 1974 

S.O. 3252. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists betwene the employers in 
relation to the management of Bhagaband Colliery of Messrs 
Bharat Coking Coal Limited, Post Office Bhagaband, District 
Dhanbad and their workmen in respect of the matters speci- 
fied in the Schedule hereto annexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-iection (I) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A 
of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the management of Bhagaband Colliery of 
Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limited, Post Office 
Bhagaband District Dhanbad are justified in designat- 
ing Sarvashri Jharkhandi Gope, Biswanath Gope, 
Swaminath Gope, Gulab Chand Saw and Manjur 
Mian in the lower Category while taking work from 
them of the higher category of Loosemen from 
February, 1973 7 If not to what relief are the 
workmen entitled aj*d from what date 7 

[No, L-2012/24/74-LRIIJ 


MtToWTo 3253. — m’ RTOin: mD TR ^ Pf yp) 'JMiea 
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<FTT TR aifaTi"^ Tt TTTPT, 

TTTTiiT ’pnrr, Brt ^ '-ft ^rrtr ftn?Tft ^iN, 

TTf?r TWT TT S TTT^ 19TJ ft rTiT ^ TPrft ftt rr^TT# 

BtT t '' ^rlft Tift T^tTT TftTP' PPT ^rjTTT n \ ^ 

[?wrr lTTo-2012/lb7/71-'r=f° WTTo-2] 


S.O. 3233. — Wheieas the Central Government is of opimon 
that an Industrial dispute csists between the employers in 
relation to the manaEcment of East Kapasara Colliery ot 
Messrs Coal Mines Authority, Post Office Miigma District 
Dhanbad and then workmen in respect of the matters speci- 
fied in the Schedule heieto annexed, 

And whereas the Cential Govcinmcnt considers ii desir- 
able to refer the said dispute foi adjudication , 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, No 2 Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A 
of the said Act 

SCHEDLTLE 

Whether the action of the management of East Kapa 
Sara Colliery of Messrs Coal Mines Authority, Post 
Office Mugma. District Dhanbad in stwping from 
work Shn Awadh Bihari Gope, Night Guard, with 
effect from the 3rd March, 1973 is justified 7 If 
not, to what relief is the concerned workman entit- 
led ? 

I ALFAK ZUAl A, Dy Secy 
[F No L-2012/167/73-LRI1] 

New Delhi, the 23rd November, 1974 

S.O. 3245. — In puisuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Industual Tribu- 
nal (Central), Hyderabad in the industrial dispute between the 
employers in relation to the management of Singarci Collieries 
Company Limited, Kothagudem, Post Office Kothagiidem 
(Andhra Pradesh) and their workmen which was received 
by the Central Government on the 15th November, 1771 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (CENTRAL) AT 
HYDERABAD: 


Industrial Dispute No 30 of 1967 
BETWEEN 

Workmen ot Singarem Collienes Company Limited, Post 
Office Kothagudem Collieries (Andhra Pradesh, 


AND 

Management of Singarem Colljeries Company Limited, 
Post Office KothiguLlcm Collieries (Andhra Pradeslii. 

APPEARANCES 

Sri K G K m ibiran, Advocate for Singarem Collieries 
workers’ Union, Kothagudem 

Sri A Lakshmana Rao, Advocate, for Singarnni Collieries 
Mazdoor Sangh kothagudem, Andhra Pradesh Col- 
106 GI/74— 11 


liery Mazdoor Sangh, Kothagudem, Singarem Coal 
MinC', Mining Sirdars and Overmen Association, 
Riidramptir, Singarem Collieries Mining Sirdars and 
Overmen Association, BcllampaUi. 

Sii cdiila Jugannadharao, Vice Piesidcnt, I N T U O. 
toi landur Coal Mines Labour Union, BellampaPi. 

hii K Satyan.irayana, Advocate, tor Smgaicm Collieries 
Oliicers Association, Ramaknshnaptir 

Si I Is. Snnivasa Mm tv, Hon Secretary of Federation of 
.A P Chambers of Commerce and Industries and bn 
N Bhaskarachary, Chief Peisonnel Officer, Singaiem 
Collieries Company Limited, for Management. 

AWARD- 

the Government of India, Ministry of Labour, Employ- 
ment and Pvehabilit.ition (Department of Labour and Employ- 
ment) thiough Notification No 7/21/67-LRII dated 30th 
October, 1967 referred the industrial dispute between the 
Employeis in relation to Singatcm Collieries Company Limi- 
ted (Andhra Pradesh ) and Their Workmen under Scctivin 
10(1) (J) and Section 7A of the Industrial Disputes Act 
1947 (which would hereinafter be called as the Act) for 
iidjujicalon by the Tribunal on the following issue 

Subject to the views expressed and re-commendaiions 
made by the Central Wage Board for Coal Mining 
Industry, .ind the ^reement between the managi- 
ment of Singarem Colhencs Company Limited and 
then trade unions referred to, m paragraphs 3 to 6 
ol Ch IX ot the Wage Boards report, what further 
modification and changes in the categorisation and 
wage structure tecommended by the said W igc 
Board for West Bengal and Bihar coalfields aie 
necessaiy to make the said categorisation and wage 
structure applicable to the workmen of the Smgaicnl 
Collieries Company Limited, having reprd to the 
special conditions obtaining in the Andhra Pradesh 
Coalfields ” 

2 The reference was registered as Industrial Dispute No. 
30 of 1967 and notices were directed to the four Unions 
at whose instance the lefcrence was made, and to the Manage- 
ment On behiilf of the Singarem Collieries Workers’ Union 
a claims statement is filed by its General Secretary, The 
General Secictarv of the Singarem Colliery Mazdoor Sangh 
filed another claims statement A claims statement is filed 
by the President of the Tandur Coal Mines Labour Union 
Another claims statement iv filed by the General Secretary of 
the Andhra Pradesh Colliery Mazdoor Sangh The claim 
statements filed by the fiist three Unions arc the same Tfie 
claims statement filed by the last (or the 4th Union as men- 
tioned above) is slightly different but in substance the claims 
arc the same The claims put forvvard by all the four Unions 
briefly slated .ire these — They have inter aha traced the 
history of the categorisation and the wage stiucture upto the 
time the Wage Board was constituted In the claims state- 
ment given by the 4th Union, the number of Khams and tne 
number of workmen is also given showing the figure 36 fiOO 
in all It IS alleged that the dispute relates to Time Rated, 
Piece Rate, Clerical and Technic.al, Supervisory Staff employed 
in the Coliicrfes Company and with regard to the manner of 
fitment of the employees In various categories presenbej 
under Chaptei VIII of the Wage Board recommendations. 
Fiom the time wage fixation was undertaken by the Govern 
ment in icspect of Collienes in India, Singarem Collieries 
have been dealt on a separate footing The first attempt of 
categorisation is said to have been made by Jadav Committee 
which confined itself to Slngareni Collieries, I atei the Goverri 
incnt of India appointed a Tribunal under the Chairmanship 
of Sri Mazumdar which has gone into the question of catego- 
risation of various job descriptions of the Collieries in India 
and gave his award which is popularly known as Mazumdar 
Awaid On an apneal to the Labour Appellate Tribunal Slight 
modifications arc said to have been made to this Award As 
certain snecific points for dispute were laised again, the 
matter went tor arbitration before Sri Das Gupta who gave 
his award in the year 1960 The contention of the workmen 
IS that in all these awaids, Singarem collieries have been given 
a special basis for purpose of categonsation and wage fiixa- 
tion The workmen of vaiioiis categoiies are broadly classified 
into Time Rated Price Rated and Monthly Rated categones 
Under the Mazumdar Awaid anl inder the award of the 
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J uRout Appellate liibiinal The lime Rated categories were 
s,nd ii' be 10 Rut iiiiiiei the Wage Hoard reenmmendati'.in^, 
these e dcgritics weic reduced to fi. With tegard to piece 
Rated uurkineri Ihe Ma/iinidai Awaid as well as the vV.,ne 
Hoard, Ltie hillcis in AnJhrii Piadcsh Collieries are said to 
liaee been given special recognition and rc-groiipcd un Ici 
(.ironp IV. The dispute \Mth regard to these viokmen is ils i 
said to Ire wilh regaid to fall back wages. T'he Monthly latcJ 
categorv it said to consist of Clerical, Technical and SiipeiM- 
sOr> tsiafl. Hie Technical and Supcivisgiy Staff is again j 
nave heeii categorised uiidei Mining Mcdicnl ar<d Survey 
IDcpartincnt. The age Board has classified these catcunirs 
into h as grades A lo H 

.1. Ill the Maziimdar Award it is said to have been .pcciTt- 
calK slated that certain amount of cl.isticily would be neces- 
sary ill applying the calegoi isation presenbed by it so lai 
\ndliij Tmdesh Collieries aie concerned. The wage Hoard ap- 
pointed by the Government of India, while categorising \ iiioiis 
job descriptions lakin.g Bengal ard Bihar Collieiics as the 
norm, has ciitcgoriscd the workmen hioadly" into vanou* cale- 
ories ,is contained tn Chapter vm of its recommendations, 
t is howvere alleged ilial It could not cover all caicuoncs 
of employees working in several other dep.irlnicnts like 
Washing Plant, C.oke Plant, Building Depunment, Power 
lloase ele. Thus Ihe Wage Board is said to have contemp- 
lated existence of several categon'es of employees which ii 
did not cover besides the above dcp-irtmcnts. VVith regar i to 
such e-Pplu,ecs the W'agc Boaid diiected that the scales of 
pav should be suitably leviscd and appropriately fixed in 

CQiisullataan with the Representative.s of the workmen taking 
into account theii existing scales of pay. skill, experience 
responsibilities .ind othci relev.mt faclois. The W'agc Bou.l is 
said to have not provided toi' certain categories of workmen 
in highly mechanised mines though special provisions .ue 
said to have been made for workmen in N.C.D.C. It is h>)w- 
cver alleged that prior to the finulisalion of the Wage Board 
report, its members visited Sing.areni Collieries in April 1^64 
and gathered evidence with a view to ascertain job descriptions 
and the special features prevailing in Andhra Pra-Jesh Collie- 
ries. In February 19T-(i the Sub-Committee of the W.nse 
Board visited Hyderabad without any notice, fot resolving 
the differences between the Management and the workmen by 
discussions in respect of categorisation of workmen peiioi- 
ming work under certain job descriptions. The avenment is 
that these discussions were tentative and that no agreement 
could be rctichad. It is thus alleged that it would be a Mis- 
nomer to call those dkscussiont as agreements. The discussions 
are said to be with regard to 14 cla.sses of workmen inculding 
Pump Khalasis, Tyndal etc Fven with regard to these classes 
of workmen the Management is said to have invitcvl the 
representatives of w'Orkmen foi discussions through ii l;itei 
dated 2d-fi-1467. It is contended that even from this letter 
it is clear that the discussions held in Fcbiuary 1966 were 
not treated by either parties ns an agreement. Thus the agree- 
ments mentioned in the reference arc said to be of no t'in- 
ding character. It is alleged that with regard to w'orkmcn who 
are not covered by the Wage Board, their interest was safe 
guarded by the Wage Board by directing 10 per cent vvage 
increase as provided in section F of Chapter Vlfl of its re- 
commendations. With regard to some of the employees i f 
department oi Power House, 


Workshop (Mechanical and Electrical) Prospecting Depart- 
ment, Building Department Medical and Sanitary Clerical 
and Supervisory Staff, Mining Aerial Shaft, Sinking Dcpait- 
ment either Time rated or Monthly rated no grades arc 

said to have been fi.xed by the Wage Board. As wilh icgaixl 
to the alxive employees the Management w'as not willing 

to settle the claims, the Union issued a strike notice ird 

as the conciliation machinery also failed in its aPcmpis, the 
reference is said to have been made. It Is thus reiteruted 
that the discussions held in February, 1966 cannot be tei- 
med as agreements imd at be.sl they arc only tent.ative pro- 
posals with regard to categorisation. Tliiis even vith regaid 
to allcaed n^cnient in relation to ceit.iip categories, the 

workmen seek to re-open the whole question of wage stiuc- 
lure and the cutegoristition. The ground on which a claim 
proceeded is that the job descriptions obtaining in Bengal 
and Bihai Coal Mines vvhich are taken ,13 the norm by the 
Wage Bo.ird for laying down certain caicgories are not the 
same in the Collieries of Andhra Pradesh. The contention 
is that if the tasks performed are similar under the spe- 
cific job descriptions in Andhra Pradesh C-oUiories to that 
of Bengal and Bihar Coal Mines the categorisation prescri- 


licd by the Wage Board would have to be followed. But wli^ 
■ifldilional tasks me periormed in these C oDiciies and whifie 
higher w'jges prevail in Bengal and Bihai, due lecogniaation 
of the sanre has to be given by the Management by fixing 
the said workmen in a higher catcgoiy. This, in short, is 
said lo be the sum and substance ot the dispute. Thus the 
picsent reference according to the Woikmcii compiehi-nds all the 
workmen employed in all the Divisions ol the Collieries 
belonging to the Singareni Collieries C'onipany I imited Thus 
with regard lo 62 categories of workmen levisiop of cate- 
gorisation and pay structure is soujjht. k summary of the 
demands is enclosed hcreinto. The further demands arc for 
introduction of incentive scheme and method of calculation 
and general dcmanvl on account of ciiiiv'eyancc allowance, 
etc. 

4 . It is relevant to note that three mure Unions got im- 
pleaded themselves as parties to the Jii-pute. The said Unions 
arc the Singareni Coal Mines Sirdats and Overpicns’ Associa- 
tion, Rudrampur, Singareni Collieries Mining Shdars anti 
Overmens’ Association, Bcllampalli. The Singareni Collieries 
Officers' Association for the limited extent of Welfare Offi- 
cers and Surveyors is also impleaded ai a party. 

5 . It can be mentioned that the claim of the Overmen 
and Mining Sirdars was also put lorward by the Workmen 
Union ill their claims statements. However trie two Associa- 
tions of the Mining Sirdais and OvernKii have, in addition, 
filed their claims statement inter alia alleging that their task 
is an onerous one and that they are eiiliiled to higher gra- 
des. It is pertinent lo note that the pclition for mpleadiiig 
the Singareni Collieries Officeis' Association was opposed by 
the Management on the ground that even the Welfare Officers 
and Surveyors are not workmen, Earhci this Tribunal allowed 
the petition for impleading that Association to the extent of 
the Welfare Officers and Surveyors on the ground that those 
two categories tall under the category of technical lino 
Supervisory staff' vide Chapter VIII of the n commendations 
of the Wage Boaid. The Tribunal did n-ni give any finding, 
having regard to their nature of work as to W'hcther they 
are workmen within the meaning of Section 2(S) of the 
I. D. Act. Thus that question was left open. In their claims 
statement it is contended that the Wage Boatd has recom- 
mended the guide of Rs. 405 — 730 taking into consideration 
the e.xi.sting .scale of Rs. 95—205, But the Surveyors and 
Welfare Officen in Ihese Collieiics are said to be already 
in the grade of Rs. 200 — 525 and that ihe grade suggested 
by the Wage Board does not suit them. Thu.s the existing 
grade of Rx. 200 — 525 is said to be more beneficial. The 
Wage Board is said to have placed on record that where 
higher scale of pay than those recommended by the Board 
are prevailing, such higher scale should be continued and 
further improved upon. In view of the nature of work, it 
wii.s contended that the Surveyors and Welfare Officers sbotiTJ 
be placed consequent to the revision in the grade of 
Rs. 600—1150, with an annual increment of Rs. 50 00. 
They also nought certain other benefits like Railway fare. 
Conveyance allowance. Sick leave. House Upkeep Allowance. 

6. The Management filed a common counter with regaid 
lo the claim statements of the four l.abour Unions and the 
claims statements of Sirdars and Ove/men Association, tn 
this counter the circumstances leading to the Coal Aw-aril of 
1956 with regard to the uniform Wage structure for the 
entire coiinliy and the modifications made by the laibour 
Appellate Tribunal of India are mentioned. It is also aver- 
red that the provisions of the Coal Awaid with the modifi- 
cations made by the l.abour Appeallate Tribunal were im- 
plemented by the Management with effect from 2filh May, 
1956. Vet, the differences that persisted in the Coal mdustryi 
are said to have been referred to aibitrntion bv Sri Das 
Gupta the averment in that context is that though he 
award of Sii Das Gupta did not apply to the Collieries in 
-Vndhia Pradesh, yet the said award was implemented by these 
(Tollieries in consultation with the woikmcn and the time 
.scale and other benefits as per this award were also ex- 
tended to the workmen in these collieries. A-s pei' tlie term, 
of reference of the Wage Board, it is alleged that the Wage 
Board had to fix a fair wage having regard to the needs of 
the industry in the developing economy, and thus the Wagd 
Board had to determine categories of employees that are to be 
brought in within the wage fixation, It is how'evcr alleged 
that the fixation of a fair wage necessarily depended upon 
the financial capacity of the Collieries to meet the additional 
expendiiire. Thus any fair iv.igc which does not t.ikc into 
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aijtninc the ruiuiicml ciLp,ielty of ihe iiidmtiy E 'laid to be 
unsLippoitable. '[he S]m{ ircni Collieries is said to be in bad 
financial position Inspiti; ul it the Itiir aase fitted by Wage 
Board has been rmplemciited b. the Collieries. One of the 
main contentions is that the Collieiy is financially in a very 
had position. TIte workmen in Iheii cluim.s statement lire 
said to have asked lor a rc-classificalion ol all cateftorii's with 
highei wage stiuctiirc than whut are lecnnimcnded by the 
Wage Rii.iid For impleinenlmg W.igo Board re- 
commendations itself the Company is said to be 

incurring an additional expenditure of Rs. 2.^0 lakhs per 
annum. If the re-classilicatioii as claimed hy the workmen is 
to he implemented, the Company has tsi incur an additioiud 
liability of moic than Rs. 1 croie 7 ^ lakhs, In this context 
it IS mentioned that the Company alicady incurred a loss of 
Rs. 9.90 lakhs duiing the year 1966-67 and that the pros- 
pects for the year 196K-69 arc also discouraging. Thus the 
limmcial incapacity is urged as a prclmiinaiy ground tor 
cntci taming the rc-classificatron ns claimed by the workmen. 
■\ finding on this preliminary objection was also invited. ,\3 
to the meiits of the claims it was coiUended that the scope 
of the leferenco is veiy limited and does not cover the num- 
ber of catcgoiies with regaid to which claims are made in 
the claims slatemeuls \t the outset it was contended that 

having icgard to the job contents, the categorisations and 

the job descriptions as adopted b\ the Wage Board should 
be applied to all the Collieries in Andhra Pradesh r.s 
toimd mentioned in the lecommendiitions of the Wage Board 
m para 3 of Chaptci IX. It is thus conien led that me Wage 
Boaid had fixed uniform standards for ■ aiious types of wor- 
kers throughout the country taking into account the job no- 
menclatni'c and job description and categorisation, ns arc 
obtaining in Bengal and Bihar . It is contended that the 

Board was fiillj awaic of certain diflerences between the 
lob nonicncliilurcs and job descriptions and categorisations 
that existed in \ndhra Pradesh on the one hand tind Bengal 
and Bihar on the other, yet the Wage Board fixed uniloim 
standards as is evident by paras !6, 20, 22 at pugc 

.^8 and 59 and on p.igc 86 of the report. It is however alleged 
that With regard to certain specific categories on account 
of the diffei cnees existing in the job contents m Andhra 
Pi.rdesh and that of Bengal and Uihat, a sub-committee was 
deputed w-hich visited Hyderabad and discussed the matlcis 
with rcpresciUativ es of 'he Management and the icpiesenla- 
lives ol (he legisteied llnioiis. Thus in the meeting held at 
llvtleiabad in l-cbrtiaiy 1966, it is said lo have been agrce.J 
that the categorisation as recommended for all the Coal fields 
in India e.scept .-Xss.mi should be adopted in bingareni Collic- 
lies, Thus except with regaid to Coal Cutters and with rcgaid 
to other categories there is s,iid to be a i^secific agteernent. 
The workmen in their chums statement arc said to have 
given a go-by to this agreement and sought ii rc-classificuCion 
with legaid to all categories. The claim thus put forward 
is said to have con.stituted the Iribun.il into an additional 
Wage Board and has widened the scope of the reference, 
'llie contention is thal with regard Lo only specific cutcgoit- 
es whcic the job contents aic .slighllv dificrent and piiiUcu 
larly with regard to the categories of Cv>al Ciilters. the icf- 
crence could be maintainable It is aNo contended that 
under the guide of intci pretalion as to the nature of work 
which is said to bv dill'eiciit in these Collieries, the work- 
men arc seeking piomotion and the question of promotion 
is said to b; a maiiageriul function wliich cannot be cnlru'-l- 
ed to a Tiibunal. It is also contended that claims uie pul 
lorw.ird for higher lalcs ini aspect of Piece Rated Workers 
and Monthly Rated Stall. But the schedule of reference 
according to the Management specifically letcrs lo Oailv Rated 
Staff. The contention is that the clamis on behalf of the 
Piece R.ited and Monthly Rated Stall aie exchided fiom 
the pill view of this reference, Mtempl ol the workmen to 
depart from the agiecmenl entered into between the parties 
before Ihe Siib-commiuee Lippoiiitcd by the Wage Bouid is 
Siiid to he improper .uid said lo be much against the spirit of 
the Industrial Disputes Act The reduction of CHtcgoric.s to 
6 from the old c.atcgojies of 10 as existed under Ihc Mazum- 
dar Awaid is sought to be justified. The allegations bv the 
workmen that with regard to some of the jobs in the Power 
House, Workshop Building Department etc., the Wage 
Boaid has not fixed nnv giarles is denied. In Chuptei VIII 
at page of Section (b1 (he Wage Board is said to hwe 
given direction tor allolmg the scales of pay. It is thus 
contended thit the recommendations of the Wage Boaid an 
exhaustive and covci all Ihe posh, in the industry, Jn the 
el'iims statement xvilli legaid to several categories of winkers 
who weie Daily Rated under the previous awaids, claim 
foi Monthly erades is said to have been made. But the 
Wage Board has nut prescribed any Monthly grades foi 


such categories, Siinilaily the claim foi implementation of 
the Wage Board recommendations from 1-1-1967 as against 
the date 15th .Xiigiist 1967 was denied. The claim of the 
Oveiman and sirdars tor lie grades of Rs. 30'i — 575 and 
Rs. 405 — 730 were also denied and it is asseitcd ihat they 
have been coiiectly ph.ccd in the giadcs as recommended 
by the Wage Hoiiid. The claims of the other workmen as 
made in the cl.'iims statement under the heading of rime 
Rated, Daily Rated and Monthly Orades aie individually 
denied. 


7. Ill the counter to the claims made by the Surveyois 
■md Welfare OITiceis, it is denied that they aie workmen 
and lhat there could be an industiial dispute with legaid lo 
ihcii claims Here again the pica of financial incapacity 
lo meet the additional expenditure on account ol theii 

higher claim is set up .is a defence It is avciied thal 
vxhile fixing the scale ol Rs. 405 — 730, the Wage Hoard has 
not only taken into coi'sidei alion the existing scale of pay 
of a Siirveyoi at Rs 95,205 in the sonic other Collieries, 
but it also took note of the existing gi iidcs of Surveyors 
111 these Collieries at Rs. 200 — 525. The implementation of 
the glades of Rs. 405 — 730 as pei the lecommendalions of 
the Wage Hoard by these Collieries is said to be no way 
detiimental to these two categories of olficer. The grie- 
vance of these officeis thal the rale of increment in the 
nevv scale is lesser than whut it is under the old scale 

i> denied. The calculalion of the ineicmcnt on the basis 

of basic pay plus Dearness .Mlowancc plus Ciialuilv is said to 

be incorrect. The claim' of these Ollicers foi House 
Up-kcep .Xllowanccs and Conveyance allowance aie said 
lo he matlcis beyond the scope of the reference. 


8. As the Management invited a lindmg as its financial 
capacity, being ii condition piecedent foi thr claim for high- 
er categorisation, the Tribimal by its ordci dated 26lh Apiil, 
1969 held that the question of financidl capiicitv of the 
Ue«pondeni Manugement need not be decided <is n pieli- 
minary issue. Thus the enquiry proceeded into the merits 


9. On bchiilt of the Workmen as many as 268 witnesses 
weie examined and Fxs. W1 to W45 and I-x. Ml wcie 
maiked. At ihat stage the woikmen and the Management 
submitted Iheii disputes for ,i decision by ihc Minister foi 
Labour of the Ceiitial Ooveinment Ihey not only sub- 
mitted the demands covered by this industnal dispute loi 
his decision but also the demands cosereJ bv 1 . 6 . No. 45 
of 1971, l.D No. 70 m 1 P 7 I ,„ul iD No. 74 of 1971 and 
v'thcr issues. It would also .ippcar that the parlies alter 
deliberatioas agieed thal the decision given by the Union 
l,tiboiir Ministci on all the outstanding issues would be bind- 
ing on them and the issues will iioi be ic-agitated. It is 
rclcvunt at this stage lo note that ihc Cenlial Minister 
live his decision on as many as 84 demands. Demand No. 
,0 iclates lo the niattci coveied by l.D. No. 45 of 1971 
(which industrial dispute is still pending disposal ). Tie sub- 
ject mutter of l.D. No. 70 of 1971 and l.D. No. 74 ut 
1971 are covered by demand Nos. It .md 43. Vs pet 
the decision of the Ia.ibour Minister lliose two induslrud 
disputes have been since disposed of in tcims of the settle- 
ment us per the decision of the l.aboiii Minister. It ix 
equally penineiU to note that as pei the decision ol the 
Tabour Minister and as agreed to by the Management, the 
demands of the workmen in those two industriil disputes 
were fully met Thus the Settlement in terms of the deci- 
sion of the labour Minister was reported bv a Joint memo 
dated 20th Match 1974. That loint Memo was sipned hy 
Singareni Collieries Workcis’ Union, Taiidnr Coal Mines la- 
bour Union, Singareni Collieiy Majvioor Sangh and by an- 
other Joint Memo dated 20th March 1974 signed by ihc 
Management and the Cieneral Secretary of the Andhra I’la- 
desh Collieries Mazdoor Sangh, In ihcsc lnin» xicin.,s it 
was prayed that an award be passed in terms of the deci- 
sion of the Minister. Since Ihe three other Associations have 
not joined in this Memo notices were is'iied to them and 
inciilentally to all the Unions when the matter came up for 
hearing. None of the three .Xssocintions fi.e. Singareni Coal 
Mines Sirdars and Overmen .■kssociation. Rudrampur, Singareni 
Collieries Mining Siidars and Overmen .Vsociation. Bellam- 
palli and the Siuguieni Collieries Officers .\ssocia+ion, Rama- 
kriahnapui ) have chosen to appear in response to the no- 
tices. It is however relevant to note that the cause of tlie 
Oveimeti and Sirdars was also espoused by the Workmen 
in their claims statement, as alieady noted above. This 
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issue was considered and decided by the Labour Minister, 
under demand No. 22, It can bo seen from the decision 
there in that the Mining Sirdars are to be in the scale of 
Ra. 205 — -337 and those that arc appointed after 14-8-1967 
are put in the scale of Rs. 180 — -337, as against the demand 
of tbe scale of Rs, 245—440. It is similarly noted that 
the Overmen are given a start of Rs, 285—00 as against the 
demand of Rs. 305—575. The Senior Overmen arc said to 
have been placed in the scale of Rs. 305—575 as against 
the claim of the scale of Rs. 405 — 730. It is noted by the 
Labour Minister that in view of the fact that Bipartite ne- 
gotiations committee is currently reviewing wage structure, 
the matter may be referred to that Committee . It may 
straightaway be said hat the two workcis Unions which arc 
espousing the cause of the Siidars and Overmen have not 
taken any objection with regard to this issue 
as decided by the Minister. The concerned Overmen 
Association has not come forward with any objection. It is 
however relevant to note that the Tandur Coal Mines Labour 
Union, one of the four Unions which is a signatory to the 
Joint Memo for passing an awaid in terms of the Minister’s 
decision has filed objections for passing an award in terms 
of the .Settlement on the ground that on demands 1. 2, 3, 5 
and 6 (as referred by the Minister in his decision), certain 
clarifications are required and that with regard to Demands 
No. 40 and 55, the matter is left open for mutual discussions 
and though inspitc of discussions taking place no agreement 
was reached, and that for want of agreement on these two 
issues the award would be an incomplete one. These objec- 
tions were opposed both by the Management and the other 
Unions. The objections were considered by the Tribunal and 
by its Older dated 28th August, 1974 it was held that the 
so called clariflcations with regard to Demand Nos. 1, 2, 3, 
5 and 6 are not at all needed and that for want of clarifi- 
cations the passing of award in terms of the Settlement 
cannot bo withheld nrovided that the terms of the Settle- 
ment are held to he fair and reasonable. As Demand Nos, 40 
and 55 were left to be decided by mutual discussion, as per 
the decision of the Labour Mini.stcr, the Tribunal held that 
there cannot be a complete award in the absence of any agree- 
ment on those two issues. Thus one month's time was granted 
to the parties to mutually discuss the matter and to reach 
an agreement, and in the event of failure, the parties were 
directed to proceed with the enquiry for ndjudicafion on 
the two demand';. Thus with regard to Demand Nos. 40 and 55 
the Union, which raised the objection, and the Management 
have entered into a Settlement on 2nd September and Med n 
Settlement into the Tiibunal, No other objections were raised 
with regard to the demands that were considered by Minister 
for passing an award in terms thereof, 

10. The only point for consideration is that excluding 
the demands that arc covered by T.D. No. 45 of 1971, I.D. No. 
70 of 1971 and ID. No, 74 of 1971, can an award be parsed 
in terms of the decision given by the Minister and also In 
terms of the agieemcnt reached between the parties with 
regard to Demand Nos. 40 and 55. It is relevant to note that 
all these four Unions represent as many as 35,000 workmen. 
If I may say so theic appeared to be some unrest among the 
workers when there was delay in accepting the decision of 
the Minister as .an Award on account of the Objection raised 
by one of the Unions as noted above. The representative of 
the workmen have plainly conceded the unrest, in view of the 
alleged wage freeze Ordin.ance that was on the anvil. Be that 
whatever it may. The Tribunal is mainly concerned with the 
I'easonablencss or the fairness of the terms of the settle- 
ment. It can be repeated that even the two objections raised 
by one Union stood compromised and settled. It is equally 
relevant to note that where the Minister has referred certain 
matters for future decision by a Bipartite Committee nego- 
tiating with regard to the wage structure, it can only be 
said to be reasonable and just. However with regard to 
number of categories the Minister has awarded certain 
increments for higher categories with effect from 15-8-1973. 

1 may mention a few instances where higher categories are 
given from a prior date. With regard to Coal Cutters 
Trammers, Haulage Khalasis, Category IV was awarded as 
against the present category of III. Similarly Pump Khalasis 
are aw.trded Category III. It can be repeated that the various 
demands were consideicd by the Minister inspife of 
hls taking note of the fact that the intention of the 
reference wa.s only to covet those categories of woikmen in 
respect of whom there are special conditions obtaining in 
Andhra Pradesh Coal Fields. Whatever decision on various 
issues was given was so done keeping in view that a Joint 


Bipartite Committee for negotiation for the coal indusfries 
is already functioning and that the general problems of 
categorisation and wage structure would be finalised by the 
Bipartite Comnhltee. The workmen also appear to bo satisfied 
with the increments for higher categories awarded by the 
Minister almost as an interim measure pending the finalisa- 
tion of the wage structure by that Bipartite Committee 


11. It is however relevant to note that though the claims 
of Sirdars and Overmen are considered by the Minister, 
the claims of the Surveyors and Welfare Officers does not 
appear to be a subject matter of his decision. As already 
noted above in response to a notice issued to that Officers’ 
Association representing two categories of officers, after 
the above Settlement is filed, it did not choose to appear 
or press their claims. The Tribunal had to proceed with 
icgard to their claims apart from the Settlement. Die con- 
tention of the Management is that they are not workmen as 
they function under a statute and that their duties are super- 
visory, Tt can be recalled that earlier the Tribunal 
had impleaded that Association to the extent of the interest 
of he Surveyors and the Welfare Officers on the ground 
that their wage structure and pay scales are considered 
by the Wage Board. Tt was strenously contended by the 
Management that a Welfare Officer is not a workman within 
the meaning of Section 2(S) of the I.D. Act. In support of 
this contention reliance is placed on a ruling of the Andhra 
Pradesh High Court reported in Jagannadham v. State of 
A. P. & ORDS, [1958(1) LLJ, Page 202] wherein it is held 
that a person employed as a Labour Officer in a Jute Mill 
could not be considered to be a workman. Irrespective of 
this question whether these two categories of officers are work- 
men within the meaning of Section 2 (S), on merits T am 
inclined to hold that there is no justification in their claim 
for the pay scale of Rs. 600-50-1150. There is however an 
anamoly in their contention as put forth in the claims 
Statement. It is their case that proceeding the Wage Board 
they were in the grade of Rs. 200-25-525. The Wage Board 
placed them in the giade of Rs. 405-20-605-25-730. Accord- 
ing to them in the old grade the increment was Rs. 25,00 
but in the new grade the increments upto certain stage is 
Rs. 20.00. Their further contention is that in the old grade 
they were getting an increase of Rs, 46.00 inclusive of the 
Dearness Allowance and statutory bonus. If the same method 
of calculation in the increase of pay is to be followed 
I.e, if D.A. and the statutory bonus is included in the higher 
start they would be getting the same increase though the rate 
of increment is only Rs. 20.00 upto the stage reaching the 
basic pay of Rs 605, whereafter the rate of increment Is 
Rs. 25.00 per annum. The further contention is that while fixing 
the scale of Rs. 405-730 the Wage Board took into considera- 
tion the existing scale of Rs 95—205 In some other Collieries 
and not the existing scale of Rs 200—525 in these Collieries, 
docs not appear to be well founded. Thus a fuither argu- 
ment is built up by them that as they are in Rs. 200—525 
scale they must be given the scale of Rs. 600—1,150. No posi- 
tive material is placed in support of this contention that they 
are entitled to the grade of Rs. 600 — 1,150, I am also not im- 
pressed by the two contentions that arc advanced in support 
of their claim. Thus their fitment into the scale of Rs. 
405—730 appears to be justified. The claim for House Upkeep 
Allowance or Conveyance Allowance, as contended by the 
Management cannot rightly be the subject matter of the 
reference. Thus their demand on all the three scores is held 
to be unjustified. 


12. As noted above the Settlement reached by the 
Workmen in terms of the decision of the Minister can only be 
said to be fair and reasonable in the circumstances particu- 
larly so when there is a Bipartite Committee negotiating for 
the finalisation of the wage structure or categories in the 
industry as a whole for the entire country. The dispute with 
regard to Demand No, 50 (Clay Pill Mazdoors) is the subject 
matter of I.D. No, 45 of 1971 which is still pending. Exclud- 
ing that demand or item and the subject matters covered by 
I D, No. 70 of 1971 and I.D. No. 74 of 1971, which are part 
and parcel of demand Nos. 13 and 43, there could be an 
award in terms of the decision of the Minister which is a 
comprehensive one. The ciicumstancc would disclose that by 
accepting that decision theie would be harmony and peace 
in the industry. It is therefore held that excluding the items 
tnentioned above the decision of the Minister as accepted by 
the parties could as well form the basis of an award. 



Sec. 3(ii)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; DECEMBER 7, 1974/AGRAHAYANA 16, 1896 


13. Award is passed accordingly negativing the demands 
of Surveyors and Welfare Officers, and in terms of the 
decision of the Labour Minister as accepted by the oarties 
e.'icluding demand No, 50 (the subject matter of T.D. 45/71) 
and excluding the matters covered by I.D. No. 70/71 and 
I.D. No. 74/71 (partly covered by Demand Nos. 13 and 43 
as referred to in the decision of the Minister). A copy of the 
decision of tfij Minister be enclosed to this award. A 
copy of the Settlement reached between the parties with 
regard to Demand Nos. 40 and 55 be made part of this 
award. 

Dictated to the Stenographer, tran, scribed by him and cor- 
rected by me and giveri under my hand and the seal of this 
Tribunal, this the 4th day of October, 1974. 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 


Appendix of Evidence 
Witnesses examined for Workmen 
W. W. 1 1. Surya Rao 


W. W. 2 K lyliah 
W. W. 3 Mohd. Ankus 
W, W. 4 P. Damodar 
W. W. 5 V. Achanna 
W. W. 6 K. Vccram 
W. W. 7 D. Rajam 
W. W, K D. Devedanam 
W. W. 9 K. Rajam 
W. W. 10 E. Lakshmayya 
W, W, 11 B. Narasayya 
W. W. 12 A Seetaram 
W. W. 13 J, Narasayya 
W. W. 14 B, Rayamallu 
W. W. 15 A, Oggayya 
W. W. 16 K. Ramalinga Raju 
W. W, 17 K. Kanakayya 
W. W, 18 U. George 
W, W, 19 Donta Eliayya 
W. W. 20 T, Kondaiah 
W. W. 21 V. Mallaiah 
W, W. 22 D. Mallaiah 
W, W, 23 S. Mallaiah 
W, W. 24 K. Hanumanthu 
W. W. 25 M.arathi Jatingarao 
W. W. 26 S. Nageswararao 
W. W, 27 B. Rajam 
W. W. 28 K. Ramulu 
W. W. 29 K, Mallaiah 
W, W, 30 B. Sayulu 
W, W, 31 K. Kanakaiah 
W. W. 32 D. Durgaiah 
W, W, 33 G. Abraham 
W, W. 34 S, Yadagiri 
W, W. 35 M-irzu Ghazali Baig 
VV. W. 36 Ch Paramanandam 


W, W. 37 R, Sayulu 

W. W. 38 P. Mallaiah 

W. W. 39 B. Satyam 

W. W. 40 P, h'arasaiah 

W. W. 41 D, .\nandam 

W. W, 42 G. Rajamallu 

W. W. 43 M. Kanakayya 

W. W. 44 G, Venkaty 

W. W. 45 J. Rajeru 

W. W. 46 Rangaraju Narayana 

W. W. 47 D. W. Clay burn 

W. W. 48 P. Sampat Rao 

W. W. 49 Ramkumar 

W. W. 50 P. V. V. S. N. Murty 

W. W. 51 H. V. Ramamurty 

W. W. 52 P. Venkatarao 

W, W. 53 K, Lingayya 

W. W. 54 P. Lakshmana Rao 

W. W. 55 Bandi lyalaiah 

W. W. 56 Noorul Rehman 

W. W. 57 Gulam Mohammed 

W. W. 58 Sirajul Rehman 

W, W. 59 lylc Narasaiah 

W. W. 60 M. A Liiteef 

W, W. 61 Antohnyswami 

W. W, 62 D. Ruban 

W. W. 63 M. Sudarshanam 

W. W. 64 F. Satyanarayana 

W. W. 65 B. Nelson 

W. W. 66 N. George 

W. W. 67 S. Chander Rao 

W. W, 68 V. S. Lakshminarayana 

W. W, 69 R. Narasaiah 

W. W, 70 P. Abraham 

W. W, 71 D. Satyanarayana 

W. W. 72 Poy'esuratnan 

W. W. 73 K. Sambamurty 

W. W, 74 Azmatullah Shereef 

W. W. 75 G. V. R. Sarma 

W. W. 76 G. Rajeru 

W. W, 77 B. Mallaiah 

W. W. 78 Mansur AH 

W. W. 79 S, LaLshmaiah 

5V. w. 80 G. Veeraswamy 

W. W. 81 G, Vccraiah 

W. W. 82 M. Vecram 

W. W. 83 P. Rajamallu 

W, W. 84. E. Buchyam 

W. W. 85 N. Rajeru 

W, W. 86 M. I akshminarayaiia 
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WW, 201 N S.imbiali 
VV W 206 U 'lanraiiiuh 
W.W. 207 S. Ijlaiah 
WW 208 B Ivl.iinh 
VV W 209 K Dfvaiatnam 
W'W 210 r V Ramanaiah 
W'.W 211 V. 'Manikvala Rao 
W.W, 212 M A Jabbat 
WW 213 M. Madhuindaniichari 
WWV 214 S Satyanarayana 
W VV 215 Vcei Rajanandan 
W VV. 216 G, Janaidhan 
W W' 217 Ch Saniay.in 
W.W 218 C’hcmku IJnyaiah 
WW 219 |iipii Malliah 
W W 220 Dasa Rajam 
VV W 221 Kainala Venkati 
VV W 222 Manthina Posham 
WW 223 Gniala Rajam 
W W. 224 Bandliam Chandriah 
W VV. 225 Unigiina Posham 

WW 226 Radam Naisiah 
WW. 227 R.ithLilu Ramulu 
W.W 228 Charla Romaiinh 
W W 229 Dathuhi Bunaiah 
W.W. 230 ] Mohan Reddy 


WW 231 Akula Venkatswamy 
WW 232 Dasari Malla Reddy 
WW 233 Chikkal Ramuki 
W'.W. 234 Serukonda Rajan 
W.W. 2.3 5 Malaiu Komariah 
W.W. 236 Godari Rajam 
W W. 237 Timgala Bymaiah 
W' Wk 238 Nilam Mallaiah 
WW' 239 Mohd Ml 
WW. 240 P. Qasdvaih 
W.W 241 B Kiishna 
W.W. 242 K. Sundai 
W.W 243 Masa RamuUi 
W W'. 244 R Govindil 
VV.W. 245 k. Posham 
WW. 246 G. Keduri 
WW. 247 G Mallcsh 
W.W. 248 V Solomon 
W VV. 249 Pininti Rajreddy 
W.W. 250 Madagii I ingai.ih 
WW'. 251 Tibia Rduim 
W W 252 Diilam Shanker 
WW 253 Barthareddy Pappaiah 
WW. 254 Mukriyala Darmamh 
W.W. 255 A. M Pariksha 
W.W. 256 K Wondiuh 
WkW 257 Mcdn Acharyiilu 
WW' 258 B. Rajainh 
W.W' 259 Y Satyanarayana Raju 
W.W, 260 A. T. Mathai 
WW 261 J, Pulkah 
W W 262 Singu Rajnarsii 
WW 263 Pulh Imgaiah 
WW 264 J. Ranjltham 
W VV 265 Mohd, Jaraaluddin 
W.W. 266 Khader Mohiddin 
W W. 267 Ch. Srirangam 
W.W. 268 G. Vcnkatnsvvamy 

Witnesses Examined Tor Management. 

NIL. 

Documents Exhibited for Workmen ; 

Ex W. 1 Copy ol the Representation dated Nil 
made by Sii S, Nageswara Rao. Ccntic boy to the 
manager, \ K 7 Incline for the promotion of Chain- 
man. 


Ex W, 2 Appointment Order of D. Anandam as Tubs 
Incharge dated 6-10-1961 issued by the Management. 
Singareni Collieries C'ompany Limited, 
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Ex. W 3 Memo D/27 6 10f>2 issued by the Minagcr, 
3 Ineline to Mr \nundini as he did not submit 
the weekly mb icport 

Ex. W 4 yppuintmcnt Order d itcd 21 12-1965 of H V 
Raniiimurty .is Wireman 

Fx 5 Ccnilleatc dated 7-6-1958 issued by the Muni 
ger, 5 Incline to Sri K Sambiimtirty 

Ex W 6 Certificate dated 16 11-1959 issued by the Power 
Station Engineer to Mr Azmatullah Sherief 

Fx W 7 Appointment Older dated 31-7-1966 issued by 
Geneial Manager Singuieni Collieries Company Li 
mited, Kothagudem to O V R Sarma as Moulder 

1 X W 8 Authorisation dated 20-11-1967 of competent 
ersons as Acting Fitter issued by the Manager, 
ingareni CoUienes Company Limited, Yellandu 
Colliery to Sri Mansur Ah 

Fx W 9 Weighing account dated 29 11-1970 of coal no- 
ted by E MtityamfWW 84) 

Ex W 10 Order of appointment dated 6 10 1966 as Lamp 
Cabin Triinec issued by the Manager, Gdk No 2 
Incline to Sri Puppala Prabhakaia Rao 

Ex W 11 Authorisation issued by the Management on 
6-11-1966 as Lamo Cabin Trainee at No 2 Incline 
Gdk to Sii Prabhakararao 

Ex W 12 Piomotion Order dated 6-11-1961 issued by 
the Management to M Rayamallu as Lamp room 
Fitter 

FxW 13 Circular of Singarcni Collieries Company 
Limited, dated 30 9-1968 in respect of Checks at pits 
and Departments 

txW 14 Circtilai of the Smgareni Collieries Company 
Limited dated 30-8-1967 in lespect of Internal Audit 

ExW 15 Circular of the Company dated 31-3-1970 in 
respect of internal Audit 

FxW 16 Circulai of the Company dated 5 7 1968 in 
respect of implementation of Central Wage Board 
recommendations foi the Assistant Elead Clerks, Pit 
Office Assistants, Accountants and Stenogranhers 

Fx W 17 copy of the certificate of registration issued 
by the Madras Nurses and Midwivcs Council to 
Miss Undati Shantamma on 15 2 1943 

Ex W 18 Cop) of the certificate of registration for mid- 
wife issued by the Madras Nurses and Midwives 
Council to Miss Undety Shanthamma on 15-2-1943 

FxW 19 Copy of the Vernacular Grade certificate is- 
sued by the Christian Medical Association of India 
to Undati Shantamma on 6-11-1941 

Ex W 20 Copi of the Vernacular Trained Midwife s 
Certificate issued by the Government of Madras to 
Undety Shantamma on 15 5-1942 

ExW 21 Copy of the appointment order of Sn G V 
S N V Prasad as Laboratory Technician issued b) 
the General Manager Smgareni Collieries Company 
limited, Kothagudem on 11 11-1963 

Fx W 22 Copy of the Certificate of Laboratory Tech- 
nician issued by the Guntur Medical College to Cr 
V S N V Prasad 

Ex W 23 Memo dated 9 2-1960 issued by the Principal 
of Guntur Medical College to Sri G V S N V 
Prasad to undergo Laboratory Technician course for 
a period of two vears 


FxW 24 Promotion orders dated 5 6 1961 issued bV 
the General Manager, Singarcni CoUicrics Company 
1 imitcd, Kolhagudsm to Sn V R K Shankar Rao, 
Compounder to the grade of 70 5-1 10 EB-6-134 

Ex W 25 Instructioas issued by the Assistant Foreman, 
Sand Gathering Station, Ramagundam on 15-12-65 to 
Sii Azizullah and other five Fitters of Sand Oathe- 
iing Station, Gaddelamadugu to look alter the rou- 
tine maintenance and repairs of scrapers. Belts, pan 
toon etc 

Ex W 26 Marked portion of advertisement of Core Dril 
lers in Hindustan Copper I imitcd, Vinukonda, 
Guntur District advertised in Indian Express dated 

7 4 1972 

FxW 27 Blink proform i of weekly icpoit of Smgareni 
Collieries Company Limited signed by Sn S K 
Srimvasan dated 11 4 1972 

ExW 28 Co-v of the Award dated 30 7-1968 of Sri 
Salim Mcrchaiii, Arbitrator Bombay in respect of 
workmen and Employers of Smgareni Collieries Com- 
pany Limited Kothagudem 

Lx W 29 Instructions dated 13 8-1971 issued by the Asstt. 
Fngincer (C) Smgareni Collieries Company Limi- 
ted Kothagudem to Sn M Ramachander, Pipe Fit- 
ting Maidoor Building Department to go in Lorry 
No APH/898 along with other Mazdoors, for loa- 
ding 37 5 H P Pump from No 9 Incline and un- 
load the s imc at No 5 Incline 

Fx W 30 Water analysis log book for the penod from 

8 10 1967 to 10 6-1968 


FxW 31 Watei analysis log book for the period 17 2 69 
to 27-5-1969 

Ex 32 Copv of the Statement showing the work load 
of Mr A Brahmanandam, Typist, GDK No 1 
incline 

CxW 33 Copy of the Statement showing the payments 
made m Godavari Kham No 1 Incline, Ramagun- 
dam Division-I 

Ex W 34 Copy of the performance report of grade II 
pay sheet clerks, GDK No 1 Incline, Ramagundam 
Division-I 

Fx W 35 Copy of the mfoimation of Pit Stores GDK 
No 1 Incline Divisional Stores, Ramagundam Divl 
sjons I & II Fxplosives, Magazines and Manwav 
clerks of Ramagundam Division No 7 

Ex W 36 Cooy of the Statement showing the issues 
of explosives during June July .ind August, 1972 
in Ramagundam Division I 

Lx W 37 Copy of the statement showing the duhes 
of pit clerks in general 

Fx W 38 Copy of the statement showing the output 
average sales realisation expenditure on Welfare 
works and profit of Ramagundam Divisions I & II 
for the period from April to June 1972 

Ex W 39 Copy of the statement showing the men on 
roll in GDK No 1 Incline 

Ex W 40 Copy of the Ap-omtment Order dated 17-11 
1962 issued by the General Manager Slngareni 
Collieries C omtany Limited, to Sri M Satyanarayanii 
Murty as Assistant Electrician 

Fx W 41 Register showing the technical report 
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Ex. W. 42 Copy of f he prornotion orders dated 5/7-12- 
1964 issued by the General Manager, Singtreni Col- 
lieries Company Limited, Kothagudem to Sri N. 
Sambaiah as Electrical charge hand. 

Ex. W. 43 Copy of the Promotion Orders dated 5/7-12- 
1964 issued by the General Manager, Singareni CoL 
Jicries Company Limited. Kothagudem to Sri F. 
Irudianathan as Electrical charge band. 

Ex. W. 44 Charge sheet dated 9-1-1972 issued by 'he 
Manager, No, 2 Incline, Bcllampalli Division to 
Sri Janjerla Mallalah. 


Ex. W. 45 Appointment Order dated 7/10-7-1961 issued 
by the General Manager, Singareni Collieries Com- 
pany Limited, Kothagudem to Sri T, Mathai as 
Loading Inspector. 

Documents Exhibited for Employers : 

Ex. M. 1 Booklet showing the report of examination of 
Buffer, Drawbar etc. containing 104 pages. 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 


(A) Time Rated Categories : 


SI. No. Items 


ANNEXURE NO. I 
SUMMARY OF THE DEMAND 


New Category 


Grade. 


1. Coal Cutlers ....... 

. V 


2. Trammers 

. IV 

. ■ 

3, Set Ridcrs/CIipper, etc, ...... 

. V 


4. Haulage Khalasis 

5. Plato Layers 

. IV &v 


(Existing-III) 

. IV 

. . 

(Ex. IV, V, VI & VID 

. V 

>• 

6, Timberman & Steel Prop Mazdoofs .... 

. IV 


7, Pump Drivers 

. Ill A IV 

• ■ 

8. Fan Drivers 

. m 


9. Chainnien (Survey Dept mazdoors only) , 

. Grade ‘E’ 

Rs. 1654-205-5-230 

10. Tyndals (W/shop, Power house & Stores Mazdoors) . 

. IV 


11. Lorry Drivers 

. VI 


12. Cablemen 

. IV 


13. Tub Repairing incharge (Tub Checker/Tub Receiver). 

. Grade ‘C’ 

Rs. 245-10-305-15-440 

14, Masons (Existing V & VI) 

. V 


(Existing VII & VIII) .... 

. VI 


(Existing IX) 

Grade ‘B’ 

Rs. 305-15-395-20-575 

15, Tradesmen (Existing IV, V, & VI) 

. V 


(Existing VII & VIII) .... 

, VI 


(Existing IX) .... 

. Grade 'B' 

Rs. 305-15-395-20-575 

16. Fitter Helpers 

. Ill A IV 

(IV after 4 years service) 

17, Hammermen ....... 

. IV 


18 . Belt Picking Mazdoors 

Piece Rated ; 

. II 


19, Fillers. 

(a) Piece Rate (Existing rate Rs. 6. 19) . 

• 

7.50 for 2 tubs of 36 eft. and Increased on 
prorata basis, depending on the size 
of the tub. 

(b) Fallback wage 

. Dally Review 


(c) Guarantee of tubs 

. 2 tubs of 36 eft. 


20. Coal Cutters (Existing Piece Rate) .... 

. Piece Rate equal to 
new category V. 



106 GI/74-12 
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1 2 

3 

4 

(C) Monthly Rated ; 



21. Clerical ; 



(a) Grade III ... 


Rs. 205-6-265-8-303. 

(b) Grade II ..... 


Rs. 235-8-315-12-375. 

(c) Grade I ...... . 


Rs. 280-12-376-16X40 

(d) Spl, Grade . , .... 

Head Clerks 

Senior Store Keeper 


Rs. 350-16-430-20-570 

(c) Chemist, Pit Asst. 

Jr. Accountant 

Timber OfRcer . . . . , 

G.A. to G.M. 

Confidential Asst, 
to G.M. & Accountant. J 

Grade 'A 

Rs. 405-20-605-25-730. 

12, Mining : 



(a) Senior Overmen 

Grade ‘A* 

Rs. 405-20-605-25-730. 

(b) Overmen Grade I, II & III 

Grade ‘A’ 

Rs. 405-20-605-25-73C. 

(c) Overmen Grade IV ... . 

Grade ‘B’ 

Rs. 305-15-395-20-575. 

(d) Mining Sirdars & Underlookcrs . . . . 

Grade ‘C’ 

Rs. 245-10-305-15-440. 

(e) Shot Firers . . 

Grade ‘D’ 

Rs. 205-7-247-10-337. 

(f) Pit Munshi 

Grade ‘D* 

Rs. 205-7-247-10-337. 

23. Car Drivers 

Grade ‘C* 

Rs. 245-10-303-15-440. 

24. Winding Engine Drivers 

Grade ‘C’ 

Rs. 245-10-305-15-440. 

25. MEDICAL & HEALTH DEPARTMENT : 



(a) Nurses. ........ 

Grade ‘B’ 

Rs. 303-15-393-20-573. 

(b) Pro-nurses 

Grade ‘B’ 

Rs. 205-15-395-20-575. 

(c) Compounders 

Grade ‘B’ 

Rs. 303-15-395-20-373. 

(d) -do- 

Grade ’C’ 

Rs. 245-10-305-15-440. 

(e) -do- 

Grade 'E' 

Rs. 180-5-210-7-273. 

(f) Nursing & Theatre Orderlies (Ward boys & Ayahs) . 

Grade ’E’ 

Rs. 180-5-210-7-273. 

26. Survey Dept. Tracers ....... 

27. Canteen : 

Grade ’C’ 

Rs, 245-10-305-15-440. 

(a) Supervisors ........ 


Rs. 280-12-376-16-440. 

(b) Cooks 

Grade ‘E‘ 

Rs. 180-3-210-7-273. 

(c) Grinders/Tea Makers/Vendors .... 

Grade ‘G’ 

Rs. 146-3-1764-184. 

28. Watchmen 

Grade ‘O’ 

Rs, 146-3-176-4-184, 

29. Literate Watchman 


Rs. 205-6-263-8-303. 

30. Peons 

Grade ‘G’ 

Rs. 146-3-176-4-184. 

Head Peon 

Grade ‘F’ 

Rs. 165-4-205-5-230. 

(D) Categories of Workmen Not Covered by the Wage Board. 



31. Timber Muccadams 

V 


32. Plough Operators 

V 


33. Tramming Muccadams 

Grade ‘D’ 

Rs. 205-7-247-10-337. 

34. Blowing & Roof Bolting Mazdoors .... 

V 


35. Joy Loader & Shuttle Car Operators 


Rs, 12.00-0,60-18 00 

36. Aerial Ropeway ; 



(a) Scraper Drivers 

V 


(b) Pontoon Operators 

V 


(c) Bucket Pusher ....... 

m 
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1 2 


3 


4 


37. 

Shaft Sinking : 


New Recruitment 




Category & Promoted to new Categories 
III. IV & ultimately to VI. 

38, 

Tractor Loader Drivers ...... 


12, (W/0. 60/1 8, 00 

39. 

Tub Manufacturing 

(Existing Iir, IV & V) 

V 



(Existing VI & VII) 

VI 


40. 

General Mechanic 

VI 


41. 

I.T.I. Candidates 




(Existing IV & V) 

V 



(Existing VI & VII) 

VI 


42. 

Trade Apprentices ; 

(Existing VI & V) 

V 



(Existing VI & VIT) . , .... 

VI 


43, 

Ash Mazdoors ....... 

ni 


44. 

Lancashire Boiler Firemen .... 

V 


45. 

Coal Mazdoors 

HI 


46. 

Auxiliary Turbine 

Attendants 

IV 


47. 

Prospecting Dept. 

(a) Mazdoors 

IV 



(b) Muccadams 

V 


48. 

Building Department ; 

(a) Road Gang Mazdoors . .... 

Grade 'H* 

Rs. 140-3-170-4-178. 


(b) Muccadams 

Grade ‘F* 

Rs. 165-4-205-5-230. 


(c) S.R.R. Drivers 

Grade ‘C’ 

Rs. 245-10-305-15-440, 

' 

(d) Mixer Operator 

IV 



(e) Lorry Mazdoors . 

IV 


49. 

Boiler Firemen 

Grade ‘C’ 

Rs. 245-10-305-15-440. 

50. 

Switch Board Attendants ...... 

Grade 'C' 

Rs. 245-10-305-15-440, 

51. 

Evaporating Plant & Base Exchange Water Softening 

Plant Attendants ....... 

Grade ‘D’ 

Rs, 205-7-247-10-337. 

52. 

Sanitary Muccadams 

Grade UI 

Rs. 205-6-265-8-305. 

53, 

Area Muccadams 

Grade III 

Rs. 205-6-265-8-305. 

54, 

Cartmen : 




(a) Sanitary "I 

(b) Coal Transport ^ 

(c) Prospecting Dept. J 

I 


55. 

Power House : 




(a) Boiler Attendants ....... 

Grade ‘B’ 

Rs. 305-15-395-20-575. 


(b) Asst, Boiler Attendants ...... 

Grade ‘C’ 

Rs. 245-10-305-15-440, 


(c) Turbine Drivers ....... 

Grade ‘C’ 

Rs. 245-10-305-15-440. 


(d) Chemists/Laboratory Chemists 

Grade ‘A’ 

Rs, 405-20-605-25-730. 

56. 

Engineering Dept. ; 




(a) Oversaers/Progress Inspector/Draughtsman Electri- 
cal/Supervisor (Master Tradesmen) 

Grade 'A' 

Rs, 405-20-605-25-730. 


(b) Foroman/Sub'overseers Chargehands/Asst, Progress 
Inspector/Sr. Motor Mechanic/ Refrigerator Mechanic/ 
Cable Jointer & Maclaine Mining of Mechanic. 

Grade 'B' 

Rs. 305-15-395-20-575. 


(c) Master Tradesmen 

Grade ‘B’ 

Rs. 305-15-395-20-575. 


(d) Checkers & Maisterios 

Grade ‘C* 

Rs, 245-10-305-15-440, 
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1 


2 


3 


4 


Medical & Health ; 


(a) Lab Technician & X-ray Asst 

. Grade 'B' 

(b) Pharmacist 

. Grade ‘A’ 

(c) Nursing Tutor ...... 

. Grade 'A' 

(d) Dietician 

. Grade ‘A’ 

(e) Sanitary Inspector 

. Grade ‘B’ 

(f) sanitary Inspector & Health Sub. Inspector. 

Grade ‘C 

(g) Vaccinators 

. Grade ‘D’ 

(h) Tailor . 

. Grade ‘D* 

(i) Dhobi 

. Grade 'H' 

Prospecting Department 


(a) Head Drillers 

. Grade ‘B* 

(b) Drillers 

. Grade ‘C 

Service & Protection Corps 


(a) Inspector 

Grade ‘A* 

(b) —do— 

Grade ‘B* 

(c) — do — 

. Grade 'C 

C.S.P. 


(a) Weigh bridge Mazdoor & Wagon Shunters 

m 

(b) Bunker Mazdoor & Trolley Drivers 

III 

(c) Muccadams 

. IV 

Duplicating Machine Operator .... 

. Grade 'F 

Ferro-prlnter 

. Grade 'F' 

E. Incentive Scheme 


F. Method of Calculation 


O. General. 



Ra. 305-15-595-20-575 
Ra. 405-20-605-25-730 
Ra. 405-20-605-25-730 
Rs. 405-20-605-25-730 
Ra. 305-15-395-20-575 
Ra. 245-10-305-15-440 
Rs. 205-7-247-10-337 
Ra. 205-7-247-10-337 
Rs. 140-3-170-4-178 

Rs. 305-15-395-20-575 
Rs. 245-10-305-15^0 


Ra. 405-20-605-25-730 
Ra. 305-15-395-20-575 
Rs. 245-10-305-15^ 


Rs. 165-4-205-5-230. 
Ra. 165-4-205-5-230. 


Industrial Tribunal 


BEFORE THE HON’BLE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(CENTRAL), HYDERABAD 

Ref:— I.D. No. 30 of 1967. 

BETWEEN 

The workmen of the Singareni CoUieriea Company 
Limited represented by various Unions, viz. — 

(a) The Singareni Collieries Workers' Union ; and 

(b) The Tnndur Coal Mines Labour 

Union. ..WORKMEN 

AND 

The Management of the Singareni Collieries 

Company Limited, Kothagudem ..MANAGEMENT 

Without prejudice to the respective contentions of the par- 
ties as submitted in their statements and evidence adduced 
so far by the workmen before this Hon’ble Tribunal, the 
parties to the dispute submit as follows : — 

The Unions having sought the intervention of tho Union 
Labour Minister for a decision in all matters covered by 


thia Dspute (i.e., l.D. 30/67), as also certain other demands 
made by the workmen, the Union Labour Minister con- 
vened 0 meeting of all parties on 11th and 12th April, 1973 
at New Delhi to discuss all these matters with a view to 
finding speedy solutions. An effort was made to sort out 
these demands followed by detailed discussions before the 
Officials of the Central Government Conciliation Machinery 
and also before the Joint Secretary, Ministry of Labour and 
Employment, Government of India. As a result of all these 
deliberations, the parties have a^eed on 12th October, 1973 
before the Joint Secretary, Ministry of Labour that the 
decisions given by the Union Labour Minister on all tho 
outstanding matters would be binding on them and that 
the issues will not be reagitated. The parties have also 
further agreed that in the light of the decisions given by 
tho Union Labour Minister, the parties would file compro- 
mise statements before the Hon’ble Tribunal. The decision 
of the Union Labour Minister dt. 11-2-1974 has been com- 
municated to all the parties, a copy of which is herewith 
submitted. 


PRAYER 

In view of the understanding reached earlier to abide by 
the decision of tho Union Labour Minister and the under- 
standing between the parties that tho decisions of the Union 
Labour Minister cover all claims made by the various 
Unions in their claims Statements in l.D. 30/67 stand with- 
drawn and that all applications filed under Section 33A re- 
latinjj to I.D. 30/67 are also deemed to have been settled 
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standi withdrawn, wo are filing the true copy of the de- 
cision of the Union Labour Minister, Sri K. V. Raghunatha 
Reddy and pray to pass an Award accordingly. 

And for this, the parties shall, as in duty bound, ever 
pray. 

Signatures of Parties 

For the Management For the S.C. workers’ For the T.C.M.L 
Union Union 


on all the outstanding matters would be binding on them 
and that the issues will not be reagitated. The paities have 
also further agreed that in the light of the decisions given 
by the Union Labour Minister, the parties would file com- 
promise statements before the Hon’blo Tribunal. The de- 
cision of the Union Labour Minister dt. 11-2-1974 has been 
communicated to all the parties, a copy of which is herewith 
submitted. 


Sd/- Sd/- Sd/- 

(M.K.V. Subbaiah) CM. Komaraiah) (S. Nagaiah Reddy) 

Dy, General Manager General Secy. President 


Sd/- Sd/- Sd/- 

(V. Gopala Sastry) (V. Rajeswara Rao) (A. Suryanareyana; 
Asst. Personal Officer Joint S«cy, Vice-President 


Sd- 

(P, Papa Rao) 

Divl. Personal OflScer, 
Ramagundam 
Sd/. 

(P. Krishnaji) 

Divl. Personnel OflScer, 
Belampalli 


Sd/- 

(S. K. Srinivasan) 
General Secy. 

Sd/- 

(Ch, Vonkatoswar Rao) 
Secy. 

Ramagundam Br. 


BEFORE 

Sd/- 


(M. R. Raju) 


PRAYER 

In view of the understanding reached earlier to abide by 
the decision of the Union Labour Minister and the under- 
standing between the parties that the decisions of the Union 
Labour Minister cover all claims made by the various 
Unions in their Claim Statements in I.D, 30/67 stand with- 
drawn and that all applications filed under Section 33A re- 
lating to I.D. 30 of 67 are also deemed to have been 
settled and stand withdrawn, we are filing the true copy 
of the decisions of the Union Labour Minister Sri K. V. 
Raghunatha Reddy and pray to pass an Award accordingly. 

And for this, the parties shall, as In duty bound, ever 


Signatures of Parties 

For Management 


For Workmen. 


Regional Labour Commissioner (C), 
Hyderabad, Camp : Kothagudium 
Sd/- 

(T. C. Garg) 

Asst. Laboitr Commissioner (C), 
Hyderabad, Camp : Kothagudium 


Sd/. 

(M. K. V. Subbaiah) 

Dy. General Manager. 
Sd/- 


-/PS 

(K. Narnsimha Murthy) 
General Secretary, 


Kothagudium Collieries, 

Dated 20th March, 1974. 

BEFORE THE HON’BLE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(CENTRAL), HYDERABAD. 


(V. Gopal Sastry) Andhra Pradesh Singareni 

Asstt. Personal OflScer. Colliery Mazdoor Sangh. 


BEFORE 


Ref;— I.D. No. 30 of 1967, 


Sd/- 


BETWEEN 


(M. R, Raju) 


The Workmen of the Singareni Collieries 
Company Limited represented by the 
Andhra Pradesh Singareni Coliiories 
Mazdoor Sangh. ■ ...WORKMEN. 

AND 

The Management of the Singareni Collieries 

Company Limited, Kothagudem ..MANAGEMENT. 

Without prejudice to the respective contentions of the 
Parties as submitted in their statements and evidence adduced 
so far by the workmen before this Hon’ble Tribunal, the 
parties to the dispute submit as follows. — 

The Union having sought the intervention of the Union 
Labour Minister for a decision in all matters covered by 
this Dispute (i.e. I.D. 30/1967), as also certain other de- 
mands made by the workmen, the Union Labour Minister 
convened a meeting of all parties on 11th and 12th April, 
1973 at New Delhi to discuss all these matters with a view 
to finding speedy solutions. An effort was made to sort 
out these demands followed by detailed discussions before 
the Officials of the Central Government Conciliation 
Machinery and also before the Joint Secretary, Minister of 
Labour and Employment, Government of India. As a result 
of all these deliberations, the parties have agreed on 
12th October. 1973 before the Joint Secretary, Ministry of 
Labour that the decisions given by the Union Labour Minister 


Regional Labour Commissioner (C), 

Hyderabad, Camp ; Kothagudium. 

Sd/- 

(T. C. Garg) 

Asstt. Labour Commissioner (C), 

Hyderabad, Camp : Kothagudium. 

Kothagudium Collieries. 

Dated : 20th March, 1974. 

ARBITRATION AWARD GIVEN BY SHRI K. V. 

RAGHUNATHA REDDY, UNION LABOUR 
MINISTER, IN THE DISPUTE BETWEEN THE 
MANAGEMENT OF SINGARENI COLLIERIES 
COMPANY LIMITED AND THEIR WORKMEN 

1. By thflii order dated 30tb October, 1967, the Central 
Government in the Department of Labour and Emjployment 
had referred for adjudication to the Industrial Tribunal at 
Hyderabad the following dispute between the management 
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5. At the same time, I feel that it is necessary to remove 
certain long-standing giievances in regard to categorisation 


of the Singarcni Collieries Company Limited and their 
workmen : 

"Subject to the views expressed and recommendations 
made by the Central Wage Board for Coal Mining 
Industry and agreement between the management of 
the Singareni Collieries Company Ltd. and their 
Trade Unions referred to, in paras 3 to 6 of Chapter 
IX of the Wage Board’s Report, what further modi- 
fications and changes in the categorisation and wage 
structure recommended by the said Wage Board 
for West Bengal and Bihar coalfields are necessary 
to make the said categorisation and wage structure 
applicable to the workmen for Singareni Collieries 
Company Ltd., having regard to the special conditions 
obtaining in the Andhra Pradesh Coalfields.” 

2. This dispute, taken on file by the Industrial Tribunal 
Hyderabad as ID-30 of 1967, is still pending. In view ol 
the very long time taken for the disposal of this dispute by 
the Industrial Tiibunal and as the Unions were wanting an 
early decision in all matters covered by this dispute as also 
certain other demands made by the workmen Including the 
mining staff of the Singareni Collieries Company Ltd., a 
meeting was convened by me on the 11th and 12th April, 
1973 at New Delhi to discuss all these matters with a view 
to finding speedy solutions to the outstanding items. The 
concerned Unions as well as the representatives of the man- 
agement were present at these meetings. The summary record 
of the discussion of these meetings was also duly circulated 
to the various parties concerned. Subsequently, detailed dis- 
cussions on these outstanding matters were held by the R.L.C. 
Hyderabad, Deputy C.L.C, (Shri P. C. Rai), Deputy C.L.C. 
(Shri T. T. Tayade), the Chief Labour Commissioner (Central) 
and the Joint Secretary in the Department with the parties to 
understand their points of view on the various items. I also 
had detailed discussions with the parties at Hyderabad on 
the 20th October, 1973. In the light of all these, I_ give 
below my decisions on the various matters. These decisions 
are given by mo in the light of the understanding reached 
on the 11th and 12th Apiil, 1973 at which the parties agreed 
to abide by my decision on all those matters where agreement 
between the parties was not possible. 

3. The parties also have subsequently agreed, on the 121h 
October, 1973 before the Joint Secretary of this Department 
that the decisions given by me on all outstanding matters 
would be binding on them and that issues will not be re- 
agitated. The parties agreed that I may also give decisions 
on other matters which may be pending adjudication before 
the Industrial Tribunal or in writ petitions in the High Court 
of Andhra Pradesh and that my decisions on these matters 
also will be binding on the parties. The parties further 
agreed that in the light of my decisions, the parties would 
file compromise statements before the Tribunal in respect of 
the relevant industrial disputes, and will take similar action 
to withdraw writ petitions wherever they have been filed. 
The parties also agreed that rny decision would be implemen- 
ted from the date of such decision, if no date of implementa- 
tion is specifically stipulated by me in respect of any demand. 
It was also agreed that the decisions already arrived at the 
meetings held on 11th and 12th April, 1973 at New Delhi 
which are still remaining to be implemented either partially 
or fully would be implemented in full by the management. 

4. It may be seen that the terms of reference of I. D. 30 
of 1967 are faiily wide. I also see from the claim state- 
ments preferred by the various Unions in this industrial 
dispute that they have sought the re-categorisation and 
revision in wage structure of almost the entire category 
of employees in the Singareni Collieries Co. Ltd., though 
the intention of the reference was to restrict the reference 
only to those categories of workmen In respect of whom 
there are special conditions obtained in the Andhra Pradesh 
coalfields. In this connection, I also take note of the fact 
that a Joint Bipartite Committee for negotiations for the 
coal industry is already functioning and general problems 
of categorisation and wage structure would ultimately be 
discussed and finalised by this Bipartite Committee. In view 
of this, I would, at this stage, be reluctant to make any 
drastic changes in the categorisation or wage structure of 
various categories of workmen employed In Andhra Pradesh 
coalfields excepting where I consider any such changes to 
be a compelling necessity in the interests of industrial 
peace and better production. 


and the implementation of the Wage Board scales, etc., so 
that a climate of understanding and good labour- 
management relations is created. Only thus will we be 
able to promote production in this vital industry. 

6. The management of the Singareni Collieries have also 
inttoduced dillcicnt types ol incentive schemes for several 
categories of workmen and these have been in operation 
for some time. The management also propose to extend the 
scope of these incentive schemes, to unify mem and to evolve 
revised incentive scheme to cover as large a proportion of 
the workers in the mines as possible. I find that the manage- 
ment have worked out some proposals in this direction. These 
revised schemes, 1 understand, are still not brought into force 
pending discussions with the unions. I have no doubt that 
the workers will le^pond to the pioposals in a spirit of 
cooperation and will ensure ever increasing levels of produc- 
tion in the larger interests of the Country, as well as their 
own and the iiidiisti y's. This is also a matter which I have 
kept in view in giving my decislosn on the various outstanding 
matters. 

7. I give below my decisions on the various demands of 
(he Unions. 

DECISIONS ON THE VARIOUS DEMANDS 

Demand No. 1 — Coal Cutters; The Unions have demanded 
that Coal Cutters should be placed in Category V instead of 
Catcgoi-y IV, on the ground that Coal Cuttcis in Bengal and 
Bihar who were in the pre-Wage Board Category IV, were 
given new Category IV by the Wage Board, and as such Coal 
Cutters in Singareni Collieries who were in pre-Wage Board 
Categories of between VI and VII should get at least new 
Category V. Considering that the Coal Cutters In Singareni 
work in teams of 4, caqh one of them pel forming in addition 
to the job of driller, the work of dresser, explosives carrier 
and drill mazdoor also, and keeping in view the fact that 
their performance and pioduction are admittedly better 
than their counter-parts in Bengal and Bihar, I find consider- 
able force in this argument. The Unions also contended that 
they would not press for recategorisation m case they were 
required to do the same work as Coal Cbtters in Bihar and 
Bengal. This, in fact, would not only entail more expendi- 
ture by way of increasing the number of persons in the 
team, but will also have an adverse impact on production 
and productivity. Keeping all the factors In view, I recom- 
mend thal the Coa) Cullers in Singaieni be placed in Category 
V with effect from 15-8-1973. ’This arrangement, however, 
will be subject to any general revision that may be agreed to 
by the parties in the light of the recommendations in this 
regard, by the Bipartite loint Negotiating Committee on Coal 
which is currently looking into various matters. 

Demand No. 2 — ^Trammers: The demand of the Unions is 
that all trammers be placed unifornily in Category IV on 
the ground that even those tiammers who are at present 
placed in Category III arc performing, in addition to the 
work of pushing the tubs, certain additional work such as that 
of cilpmen/jrointsmen/couplers/signallcrs, etc. and that tram- 
mers doing similar types of work in Bengal and Bihar CoUleries 
are placed in Category IV. The management, however, has 
denied that trammers in Category III are doing the same 
nature of work they were earlier required to do. The 
Unions also contended that in case they are to be in Category 
III only, they should be required to do only the duties laid 
down for trammers as defined at item 18 _(p-46 Vol. H) of 
the Wage Board report. I find there is force in the conten- 
tion. As such, I recommend that the trammers in Singareni 
Colilieries, wherever they are required to or are doing other 
items of work also in addition to the job of a trammer, should 
be placed in Category TV with effect from 15-8-1973. 

Demand No. 3 — Haulage Khalasis : The Unions have 
demanded that irrespective of the capacity of the haulers, 
all haulage khalasis be placed in category IV as all of them 
are operating haulers of various H.Ps. I find that the Wage 
Board had prescribed three categories for these workmen. 
Category TIT for those working on haulers below 75 H.P., 
Category IV for those working on 75 to 125 H.P. and Cate- 
gory V for those working on haulers of 125 H.P. or more. 
There is no dispute regarding those working on 125 H.P. or 
more, who are rightly placed in Category V. As regards 
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thos^ working on haulers of less than 125 H.P., some of 
them have been placed in new Category 111 and some in new 
Category IV. In view of the fact that those placed in both 
these categories are intcr-changcablc and there are no fixed 
haulers allotted to them, I consider the Unions’ demand 
justified. All the haulage khalasis who are presently in 
Categoiy III should be given category IV with effect from 
15-8-1973, 

Demand No. 4 — Plate Layers (Linemen) ; The Unions have 
asked for ujtgrading the Category of Plate Layers from Cate- 
gory 111 to Category TV. I find that Plate Layers work as 
a team and all of them attend on all tfae rails irrespective 
of weightage. While I am not in favour of changing the 
categousation, I would recommend that those who have 
reached the maximum of category UT, may be allowed an 
ad hoc payment of 10 paisc per day of woi^c with effect 
from 15-8-1973, 

Demand No. 5 — Timbermen : The Unions’ demand la that 
Timber Mazdoors be placed in Categroy IV instead of their 
present Category III. I find that this is a te.im work in which 
both the Timber Mistry and the Timber Mazdoors work in 
a team, a feature of woik which is said to be peculiar to 
the Singareni Collieries. The job of the timbermen Is not 
only arduous, but involves considerable danger. In fact, the 
safety of the working places depends on the work of these 
timbermen. Keeping this is view, I would recommend that 
the timbermen who are presently in category III may be given 
category tV with effect fiom 15-8-1973. 

Demand No. 6 — Pump Khalasis ; The Unions have de- 
manded that Pump Drivers should be placed in Category III 
or higher in untlerground and they should be given one 
Category higher if they work more than one pump. I find 
that the categorisation of pump khalasis has been dealt with 
in Appendix V of Volume IL of the Wage Board Report. 
I understand that a mistake has crept in the printed copy 
of the Wage Board Report and the Ministry have in their 
letter No. \VB-i6/2/70 dated 23-5-70 issued certain coricc- 
tions. I recommend that rectification of defects should be 
immediately done in the light of the corrections suggested by 
this Ministry in their letter and remedial action taken. In 
regard to classification of pump khalasis, I recommend that 
those working underground should be placed in Category 
III with effect from 15-8-1973, 

Demand No. 7 — Fan Drivers : This demand has already 
been settled and no action is called for. 

Demand No. 8— Chainmen/Centre Muccadums : This de- 
mand has not been pressed by the Unions. 

Demand No. 9 — Lorry Drivers ; The Unions have demanded 
that they should be placed in new Category VI instead of 
Category V on the ground that in NCDC similar categories 
of persons are in receipt of higher emoluments. This matter 
has been verified through the Regional Labour Commissioners 
(C), Dhanbad and Jabalpur, and I understand that weekly 
paid drivers in NCDC have also been fixed in Category V 
and that neither the number of trips nor the precise work 
load has been fixed. I, therefore, do not consider that there 
is any justification in the demand for higher category. 

Demand No. 10. — Tub-Repairing Incharge. — This demand 
was not pressed by the Unions. 

Demand No. 11 — Masons. — The Unions have demanded 
that masons who were in old Category VIII should be fixed 
in Category VI on the basis of Categoi isation adopted for 
findesmen, I find that this matter has also been covered by 
the Sub-committee of the Wage Board. I see no justification 
for this demand, 

Demand No. 12 — Mason Mazdoors.- — This demand has not 
been pressed by the Unions, 

Demand No. 13 — Tradesmen. — The Unions have demand 
ed that tiadesmen employed in the Workshop be placed in 
a Categoiy not less than V, I see that the Suli-committce 
hfl.s considered various categories of tradesmen, craftsmen and 
artisans and has mentioned that the Workers will have no 
claim to reopen these issues on the basis that a paiticular 
category would get a higher category on the basis adopted 


for allotment of new categories in Bengal and Bihar. In view 
of this, I see no justification for this demand. 

Demand No, 14 — Fitter Helpers. — The Unions have de- 
manded that fitter helpers who are in category II should be 
placed m Categoiy IV on the ground that these fitter helpers 
ha\c been working for the last 10 to 20 years and that they 
are denied any promotion opportunities because of the prac- 
tice recently adopted by the management of appointing only 
ITI. Certificate holdcis to the post of Fitters. While I do 
not agree to the demand of the Unions, I recommend that a 
certain proportion of posts of fitters may be earmarked for 
being filled by promotion from the ranks of fitter-helpers hav- 
ing SCI vice or 15 years or more, and subject to passing the 
prescribed trade test, 

Demand No. 15 — Belt Picking Mazdoors. — The Umona 
have demanded that these workmen should be placed in 
Category 11. Prior to the Wage Board, they were in Cate- 
gory 1 and as per Wtige Board’s recomraendatlonSj they have 
been coricctly placed in Category I. I sec no justification foi 
this demand. 

Demand No. 16 — Wagon shunting and weigh bridge maz- 
doois, — ^Thc Unions have demanded Category 111 for these 
workers as against Categoiy II in which they have been 
placed. I see that these pci sons have been correctly placed 
m Category 11 as iccommended by the Wage Board and 
there is, therefore no justification for this demand. 

Demand 17- — Conveyor /Khalasis.— The Unions have de- 
manded that these workmen who arc presently placed in 

Categoiy 111 should be given a higher category in view ol 

the IdCt that in addition to driving the conveyors, they also 

remote the fallen coni from ihe belt and keep the place 

clean. The latter job is that of a mazdoor and I understand 
that in the Bengal and Bihar Collieries this job is entrusted to 
a separate mazdoor while the conveyor khalasi does only 
the diiving. 1 lecommend, therefore, that the conveyoi 
khalasis in Sinpaictii be placed in Category IV, Alternative- 
ly, the management may consider adopting the practice that 
exists in Bengal and Bihar Collieries, of having separate 
mazdors for this work. 

Demand No. 18 — Cablemen — Machine Mining Helpers.— 
The Unions have demanded that they should be placed in 
Category IV instead of Category III. I see that this Cate* 
goiy has also been covered by the repot t of the Sub-com- 
mittcc of the Wage Board and they have been rightly placed 
in Category HI. There is, therefore, no justification for this 
demand 

Demand No, 19 — Lamp Room Attendant. — This demand 
was not pressed by the Unions. 

Demand No, 20 (a) — Increase in tub rates of fillers. — ^The 
Unions have demanded pro rata increase in the tub rate 
on the ground that some of the tub's are more than 45 eft 
in size. At the request of the Union, this matter was specially 
got investigated by the loint Director, Mines Safety, Hydera- 
bad. He has reported that the average tub is 45 eft, in 
capacity and the volume of coal loaded in the tubs would 
on an average be less than 45 eft. In view of this, thoro ia 
no merit in this demand 

(b) Review of fall back wages. 

(c) Guarantee of tubs to the fillers, — ^The Unions have 
demanded that fall back wages should be reviewed daily 
instead of weekly. They also demanded guarantee of tubs 
every day to the fillers as they are the only category who 
are on piece-rated basis, in the Singareni Collieries, I have 
carefully considered this matter. While the management are 
prepared to guarantee the supply of one tub for every filler 
dining the first lound and thereafter supplied tubs depending 
upon the availability only, the workmen have demanded a 
guai.tnteed supply of 2 tubs per filler. As a guarantee for 
additional tubs would invoKc the willing cooperation of the 
workers connected with the operation of supplying tubs I 
.appreciate that it may not be possible for (he management 
to gujiantcc two tubs per day per filler. However, they 
should be in a position to ensure the supply of at least 20 
tubs in each shift to a gang of 16 workmen. The attempt 
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however, should be to supply 24 tubs per shift. Alternative- 
ly, in case the management is unable to ensure the supply of 
20 tubs per shift per gang, the wages of the workmen shall 
be revUwed daily for purposes of the fall back wages. 

(d) Underground allowance to the Coal Fillers.— The 
demand here is that the underground allowance it not being 
treated as basic wage for the purpose of paying attendance 
bonus. T feci that this is a matter which may be taken up 
before the Bipartite Negotiating Committee, 

fe) Payment of lead and lift to the fillers. — ^The Unions 
have demanded that lead and lift earninna should be treated 
a.s basic earnings for all purposes. 1 suggest that this matter 
may be referred to (he Joint Negotiating Committee. 

(f) Annual increments to Fillers. — As these are piece rated 
workers and as piece-rated workers are not on an incre- 
mental scale, there is no substance in this demand The 
Bipartite Negotiating Committee may, however, consider 
whether any time scale should be evolved for such cate- 
gories of Workers. 

Demand 2Ifal— Assistant Head Clerks and Stenographers.— 
The Unions have contended that the Assistant Head Clerks 
and Stenographers who were in the pre-Wage Board scale 
of Rs. 113-200 had been wrongly fixed in the scale Rs. 245- 
385/400 instead of the scale Rs. 305-503 recommended by 
the Wage Board for special grade clerks. I find thal clerks 
who were in the pre-Wage Board scale of Rs. 78-134, were 
fixed as per the Wage Board Recommendations in the scale 
of Rs 245-385. I also find that the management had treated 
those who were in the scale of Rs. 115-200 as eqivalent to 
special grade clerks in their memorandum to the Wage Boaid. 
In view of this, 1 consider that the Assistant Head Clerks 
and Stenographers should have been rightly fixed in the 
scale of Rs, 303-505. Re-fixation in the scale of Rs. 305-505 
should be done with effect from 15-8-1967 although payment 
on this basis should be made only with effect from 15-8-1973, 
While I do not recommend the payment of any arrears on 
acconnt of re-fixation for the period from 15-8-1967 to 
15-8-1973, I suggest the payment of a lump sum of Rs. 200 
to each person. 

fb) Head Clerks, — ^The Head Clerks who were is the nre- 
Wago Board scale of Rs 150-275 were placed In the Wage 
Board scale of Rs, 305-505. In view of my recommendation 
in respect of Assistant Head Clerks, the scale of Head Clerks 
should be revised to Rs. 305-575, i.c. the scale given to pit- 
hc.sd Assistarus. In this case also while the fitment should be 
with effect from 15-8-1967, monetary benefits should accrue 
only from 15-8-1973 


Demand No. 22— Grant of higher scale of pay to the min- 
ing staff.— The Unions have demanded that Shotfirers should 
be placed in the scale of Rs. 205-337, minin^f sirdars in ttie 
scale of Rs. 245-440 overmen in the scale of Rs. 305-575 
and senior overmen in the scale of Rs, 405—780. I sec that 
the Shotfirers h.ive been correctly placed in the grade fixed 
by the Wage Board, As regards Mining Sirdars I see that 
Memorahdurn of Settlement, before the 
October 1969, Mining Sirdars in sendee as on 
14-8-1 J67 have been placed in the .sc.alc of Rs 205-337 and 
those appointed after that date in the scale of Rs. 180-337. 
As regards Overmen, the management have given theni 
higher start of Rs. 285 keeping in view the higher start 
allowed to such categories in certain other major collieries, 
ienior Overmen have been placed in the scale of Rs 305-575 
as prescribed by the Wage Board, In these circumstances 
and m view of the fact that the Bipartite Negotiating Com- 
reviewing the wage structure, I recommend 
that this matter may be referred to that Committee. 

Demand No, 23— Overtime to mining staff. — During the 
discussions on the llth and 12th April 1973. it was felt 
thr* ® hours cannot be avoided in respect of 

the staff and that It will be worthwhile assessing average 
extra time taken by them and to consider in what manner 
these workmen should be compensated for this extra work, 
ft!).* ui^jiUfcmenl and the Union were requested to negotiate 
the \ hole i-sue miUually. Discussions held between the parties 
appe.y to have not resulf^ed in any understanding This prob- 

r?m''thr^Mv' m Singareni Collieries and I undemtand 
DGMb that cxeepting m one colliery, there is no 
system of payment of overtime to such categories rf emp”o 


yees. While there may be some justification for compenakt* 
ing such categories of stall for the additional work beyond 
normal hours they may be required to put in, I leave this 
matter for being decided by the Bipartite Negotiating Com- 
mittee. 

Demand No, 24 — No lay-off to Shotfirers.— The Unions’ 
contention is that Shotfirers who are monthly rated emplo- 
yees should not be laid-off, as other monthly rated emplo- 
yees are not being laid-off in the event of a strike by other 
workmen in the Collieries. While I agree that the right to 
lay-off any category of workmen lies with the management, 
I also find that ir. the Collieries at Kothagudium and Ycllandu, 
the Shotfirers arc not laid-off, but arc shown on alternative 
jobs. In the interest of uniformity, I recommend that the 
same practice as exists in the Kothagudium and Yellandu 
Collieries in this regard, should be adopted in Belampalli and 
Ramagundam Collieries also. 

Demand No. 25 — Acting Allowance to monthly paid em- 
ployees, — Under the rules of the Company, acting allowance 
Is admissible only when the period exceeds 30 days in respect 
of monthly rated workers, while there is some merit in the 
demand of the Unions that this minimum period of 30 
days creates hardship in so far as monthly rated employees 
may not always proceed on leave foi period exceeding 30 
days, this is a matter which is of general applicability to the 
entire industry and, therefore, I would leave this matter to 
be decided by the Bipartite Negotiating Committee. 

Demand iNo, 26— Car Drivers.— -This demand Is, more or 
less, on the same lines as Demand No. 9 above, and, there- 
fore, no separate decision is necessary on this. 

Demand No. 27 — Winding Engine Driver. — ^This demand 
was not pressed by the Unions, 

Demand No. 28 — Higher scale of pay to junior nurses.— 
The Union has demanded that the junior trained nurses be 
given the same scale of pay of Rs. 245-440 as given to 
qualified mid-wives. I see that the Wage Board has prescrib- 
ed a scale of pay of Rs. 205-337 for the junior trained nurses. 
This is a matter which can be taken up for consideration by 
the Bipartite Negotiating Committee. However, considering 
that there is some merit in the demand, I would recommend 

o pi R’- 15 per month with effect from 

15-8-1973 for the tumor nurses. 


uemand No. 29--Probationary Nurses.— The Unions have 
demanded that probationary nurses must be in the scale of 
junior trained nurses on the ground 
that they have been performing identical duties. According 
to the management, these persons, though they have 
been in the service for the last 10-15 years, have 
not been able to acquire the requisite qualificatiops and 
correctly fixed in the scale of 
Rs. 180-273 prescribed for unqualified nurses by the Wage 
i understand that these probationary nurses, by 
vi^rtuo of their experience, have been doing the same type 
ot work as junior trained nurses and there are only five 
in this category. While I do not want to modify the scales 
prescribed for these categories by the Wage Board, I con- 
•sider (hat some relief is called for in their case and, there- 
fore. award an ad hoc allowance of Rs. 15 per month to 
these probationary nurses with effect from 15-8-1973. 

Demand No. 30 — Nursing and Theatre Orderlies. 

Demand No. 31 — Survey Maidoors. 

Demand No. 32 — Canteen Supervisors. 

Demand No, 33 — Cooks. 

Demand No. 34 — Grinders, Tea Makers and Vendors. 

The above five demands (from 30 to 34) have been 
dropped by the Unions. 

Demand No. 35(a) Watchmen.— The Union has demanded 
watchmen should be placed in the scale of Rs 146- 
184 instead of Rs. 140-178. I understand that there is no 
seperato category of night watchmen and all watchmen are 
employed on night duty by rotation in their various shifts 
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Tn view of this I recommend that the watchmen should 
be fixed in the grade of R"; Mfi-184 with effect from 
15-8-1973, 

(b) Literate Watchmen.— Tire Union has demanded that 
literate watchmen should be placed in the scale of Rs. 180- 
265. The management contend that these literate watch- 
men are neither leqnired to maintain a register not do they 
possess the requisite qualifications to be eligible for the 
grade of Rs. 180-265. They are, however, paid an allowan- 
ce of Rs. 10 per month as they are required to make a 
few entries. In view of this no additional relief is called 
for. 

Demand No. 36 — Peons and Head Peons.— This demand 
was not pressed by the Unions. 

Demand No. 37— Fitment increment in Wage Board scale 
in line with N.C.D.C 

The Unions have demanded that time-rated workers he 
allowed one additional increment with effect from 15-8-1969 
on an ad hoc hasE on the ground that similar increment was 
allowed to time-rated workers in N.C.D.C, While imnlf- 
menting the Wage Board scales with effect from 15-8-1967 
the emoluments as on 1-10-1966 were taken into acconnt 
and the next increment was given on 15-8-68 and not on 
1-10-1967 us they were justly entitled to. When the Union 
raised a dispute in 1969 it was agreed to ascertain the prac- 
tice adopted in this regard by the N.C.D.C. TISCO and 
Bengal Coal Co. and it has been found that in the TISCO 
Collieries annual increments were given on 1-10-1967 and 
1-10-1968. It was further agreed by the management and 
the Unions to follow the N.C.D.C. practice and to further 
discuss the matter in case the N.C.D.C's practice varied in 
future. Subsequently the NCDC granted one additional in- 
clement to its tlmc-raled workmen with effect from 
15-8-1969. I have carefully examined this matter and T 
find that this matter has also been the subject of discussions 
and conciliation proceedings as well as settlements in the past 
and T, therefore, recommend the grant of an increment to 
all the time-rated workmen who were in service on 1-10-1966. 
Keeping in view the additional expenditure that it may in- 
volve. I recommend that while the increment may be calcu- 
lated with effect from 15-8-1969, montary effect may be 
given only from 15-8-1973 

Demand No. 38— -VDA to monthly paid staff. — The Union 
has demended that Variable Dearness Allowance should be 
paid to monthly rated staff on the basis of 30 days as against 
the paictice of paying VDA tor 26 days. Here again the 
unions have pointed out that in NCDC Collieries, monthly 
paid staff are paid VDA on the basis of 30 days. I have 
carefully examined this matter and as this Is a matter of 
industry wide application, I recommend that it may be taken 
up in the Joint Bipartite Negotiating Committee. 

Demand No. 39 — 5-Hour shift fot Main Workshop staff 
on holidays.—I see that this problem is confined to the 
Kofhangudium Division of .Singareni Collieries Co. Ltd. 
Wherein Workshop staff were enjoying the facility of 5- 
Hour shift, on full wages on festival holidays. This parcticc 
was later changed be the management after a notice under 
Section 9-A of the Industrial Disrufes Act. In ray view, 
the facility should be restored or if in the interest of uni- 
formity, it is decided to continue with the 8-bour shift, then, 
these workmen may be paid wages for 1.12 shifts, as is done 
in the case of workmen in the mines. This may be given 
effect to from 1-1-1974. 

Demand No. 40- -Tyndals, — The Union have demanded that 
all Tyndals be placed in Category IV since some of them 
have been placed in Category 11, I understand that, as a 
result of conciliation settlement, certain posts of Category 
IV had been created in certain areas like workshops, power 
houses etc. but not in ccitain other department. In view of 
this I recommend that in this category also, a certain pro- 
portion of posts to be settled by mutual discussion between 
the management and unions may be raised to Category IV, 

Demand No. 41— Machine Mining Mechanics & Ch.irge- 
hands. — ^The Unions have demanded that machine mining 
mechanics be placed In the scale of Rs. 305-575 as given to 
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Head Fitters. The management have, in my view, rightly 
fixed them in the scale of Rs. 245-440 ns thev have treated 
other similar technical categories. 

As regards Chargehands, I see that they have been given 
a higher start in the scale of Rs. 24J-440 in pursuance of a 
Memorandum of Settlement in October 1969 before the Chief 
Labour Commissioner (C). It is also seen that at the time 
of this settlement, a similar demand was not raised in res- 
pect of machine mining mechanics. Under these circumstan- 
ces, there is no justification for the demand. 

Demand No.42 — ^Higher scale of pay to F.lectrical Suner- 
visors.—The Union has demanded the scale of Rs. 405-730 
as against the scale of Rs. 245-440 with a higher start of 
Rs. 285 in which they have been fixed. The Management 
has pointed out that Electrical Engineers who are degree 
holders have been .appointed in the grade of Rs. 300-700, A 
higher grade for Electrical Supervisors who are only certi- 
ficate holdeis cannot be justified, 1 am inclined to agree with 
the view of the management. In view of this, no relief is 
called for. 

Demand No. 43— Welders, Mechanics and Armature 
Winders. — The Unions have demanded that they should be 
paid not less than Category V wages. I find that as regards 
Armature Winders, the matter was decided in favour of ^he 
Workmen by the Tribunal and that the Management have 
gone in writ petition to the High Court against the Award. 
In this particular case the Management should abide by 
the decision of the Industrial Tribunal and withdraw the writ 
petition. In respect of other categories the management may 
review the position in the light of the princiales laid down 
by the Tribunal and take appropriate action ns per the 
Tribunal’s decision in the case of Armature Winders. 

Demand No, 44 — Service increments to Lamp Room Tn- 
charge.s, — see that this matter which was referred to the 
Tribunal for adjudication has been disposed of by the Tri- 
bunal in terms of a consent Award based on a settlement of 
September, 1969. As regards the demand of the Union for 
service increment, I recommend that increments may be 
calculated on the scale of Rs. 245-385 with effect from 
15-8-1967 though monetary effect to this would he given only 
from 15-8-1969. 

Demand No. 45 — Stone Cleaning Mazdoors. — This demand 
was not pressed by the Unions. 

Demand No. 46— Higher start of pay to graduate clerks, — 
I understand that in this matter. Industrial Tribunal has given 
an Award recently, The .-yward may be implemented. 

Demand No. 47 — Ferro Printer.— It is seen that one peon 
has been asked to do the work for which he is paid an extra 
allowance of Rs, 5 per month on the ground that there is no 
full-time work for appointing a person to this post. I con- 
sider that this extra allowance Rs. 5 per month should be 
increased to Rs, 10 with effect from 15-8-1973. 

Demand No. 48 — Quest House Employees. — ^The manage- 
ment have not been allowing sick leave and national holi- 
days to the Guest House Employees on the plea that they 
are not employed in the mine. I consider that such em- 
ployees should not be denied the benefit of sick leave in 
case of genuine sickness and the national holidays. Accor- 
dingly I grant them relief on both these counts. 

Demand No. 49- — Non-lmnlementation of sick leave and 
Paid holiday musters to Badli woikers, — consider that if a 
regular worker in whose place a badli worker is employed 
is not paid holiday wages because he is not pre.sent on any 
day of the week in which the paid festival holiday occurs, 
the management should pay holiday wages to the badli wor- 
kers even though are not employed in the permanent vacan 
cies. As regards the grant of sick leave to badli workrs 
such leave should be given to badli workers who have beci 
on the rolR for more than one year, 

Demand No. 50 — Clay Pill Mazdoors-.— I understand thr 
this dispute is pending adjudication before an Industrial Ti 
bunal. I also sec that in respect of a similar dispute earli 
raised by one of the Unions, 47 clay pill mazdoors were al 
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sorbed on Company's rolls as Category I employees by virtue 
of a compromise settlement before the Tribunal. Similar ac- 
tion should be taken in respect of the other clay pill maz- 
doors also. The management is, however, free to determine 
the number of such mazdoors whom they would absorb as 
Category I employees on their rolls keeping in view their 
actual requirements. 

Demand No. 51— Seven Paid Holidays. — The Unions have 
demanded that for paid holidays occuring during the strike 
periods, wages should be paid. Such a demand would, if 
conceded, amount to patment of Wnges for a portion of the 
strike period, I also understand that practice in the coal- 
fields Is that holidays wages are paid to the workers pro- 
vided they arc present on work either on preceding or suceed- 
iag days. In view of this, I see no merit in this demand. 


Demand No. 61 — Band Saw Cutter and Log Saw Cutter. 

I sec that this demand has been rejected by the Industrial 
Tribunal in its award in l.D. 21 of 1971. In view of this, 
no relief Is culled for. 

Demand No. 62~f’rec supply of coffee.— As this was the 
facility that was in vogue years ago when there was no tea 
stall near the colliery and as this is a very trivial demand 
1 do not consider any relief is called for. 

Demand No, 63— Free supply of Sarecs, uniforms ami 
boots.— As a separate Committee appointed by the Govern- 
ment has examined this matter and the report of the Com- 
mittee is under consideration of the Government now, the 
decision of Government may be awaited. As regards supply 
of boots, I understand that this is being done free of cost. 


Demand No. 52 — Play day allowancc.—I have carefully 
considered this matter and I see no Justification for the de- 
mand. As regards lamp room incharges, they are placed in 
Grade I of the clerical staff and as clerical staff are not eli- 
gible for play day allowance, discontinuance of such al- 
lowance from the time they have been placed in Grade I is 
not unjustified. As the play day allowance is regulated by a 
settlement, no revision of this allowance appears to be called 
for. 

Demand No. 53— Laboratory Technician X-Ray Assistant— 
The demand that all these persons be pieced in Grade 
Rs. 245-440 docs not appear to have any justification. How- 
ever, as I find that persons in the old grade of Rs. 48-100 
have been allowed new scale of Rs, 205-337, all such per- 
sons in the above categories should also be allowed the same 
scale of Rs. 205-337 instead of Rs, 180-273. They may be 
fixed in the new scale as proposed above with effect from 
15-8-1967 bill monetiirj' benefits be given only from 15-8-197.L 


Demand No. 54 — Checkers. — This demand was not pressed 
by the Union. 

Demand No. 55 — Boiler Attendant, — The parties have ag- 
reed to discuss this mutually and came to a settlement on this 
and therefore I am not passing any orders in this case. 

Demand No, 56— Switch Board Attendants ^The Unions 

demanded that they .should be given the grade of Rs 245- 
^0. Considering that Switch Board Attendents were in pre- 
Wage Boarc! categories of VIT and Vin> I recommend that 
these Switch Board Attendants should be placed in Category 


Demand No, 57 — ^Turbine Drivers. — The Unions have de- 
manded that they should be placed in grade Rs, 245-440, 1 
see *hat Turbine Driveis who were formerly in the grade of 
Rs. 48-100 have been placed in corre.sponding grade of Rs. 205- 
337. I also find that in respect of one auxiliary Thrbine 
Attendant, there was also a conciliation settlement in which 
he was placed in the grade of Rs. 205-337, In view of this, 
mere is no Justification for granting higher grades to Turbine 
Drivers, 


Demand No, 58— Tractor Drivers and Shovel Operators — 
These persons who were in old Category Vlff and on par 
with car and lorry driveis (.see item 9 above) have been 
TOrrcctly placed in the new Category V. There is no Justi- 
fication for higher categorisation. 


Demand No, 59— Roof Bolting Mazdoors The Union 

have demanded that they should bo placed in Categorv D 
mstead of Category III, I see that the Sub-committee of th 
Wage Board have recommended that they be allowed new Cate 
lhat in bipartite .settlement of Jun. 
1972. it has been agreed to pay them an allowance of 5( 
paise per day on trial basis from 1-7-1972. 

Demand No. 60— Tool Room Attendants.— The Union 
have demanded that these workmen must be placed in th 
clerical grade. Whether these persons ere required to d 
store Issuing work or other clerical work or not may hi 
detornun^ on the basis of spot verification by the Regionn 
Labour Commissioner, Hyderabad and on the basis of hi 
report, the issue may be decided in mutual discussions bet 
ween the management and the Unions. 


Demand No. 64— Jungle Allowance and Bbatta. — under- 
stand that this matter which is covered by conciliation settle- 
ment is sought to be re-opened by the Unions. The Unions 
want to revert to old basis, prior to the settlemen, of payment 
of half the ba.sic wages as bhatta and one day's basic pay as 
Jungle allowance. As the entire pattern of wages is under 
negotiation before the Bipartile Negotiating Committee 1 
would recommend to the Unions to adhere to the terms of the 
conciliation settlement and have this matter negotiated in the 
bipartite committee in the light of the new wage structure that 
may be evolved. 

Demand No. 65 — Junior Chargehands. — ^The Unions have 
demanded that Junior Chargehands be placed in the ipadc 
of Rs. 245-400 instead of their present grade of Rs. 20^337. 
The management have pointed out that the chargehands have 
been given the scale of Rs. 245-440 with higher start on a 
basis of .settlement and hence the demand for Junior Charge- 
hands to be paid the same scale is not Justified. I also 
understand that a separate dispute on this had been raised 
and the Tribunal had rejected the contention ; the Union 
appears to have filed a Writ Petition against this award. 
The union should withdraw the Writ Petition and go by the 
Tribunal Award. 

Demand No. 66 — ^Duplicating Machine Operators . — The 
Unions demand scale of Rs. 180-265. It is learnt that a 
Peon in the scale of Rs. 140-178 is given an extra allowance 
of Rs. 5/- for this work. However, as has been suggested 
in the case of Ferro Operators (Demand No. 47) the extra 
allowance of Ra 5/- may be raised to Rs, 10/- with effect 
from 15-8-1973, 

Demand No, 67 — Bunker Mazdoor.^ — I understand that the 
demand for placing them in CatcTOry HI instead of Category 
I has been turned down by the Tribunal as the work done 
by them is of unskilled nature and, therefore, 1 see no merit 
in this demand. 

Demand No. 68 — CSP Muccadams. — The Unions have de- 
manded Category IV for these workers on the ground th.it 
they had to supervise i the work of Category II Mazdoors. 
But I find that prior to the W,,ge Board they have been in 
Category HI and they have now been placed in Category II, 
according to the Wage Board recommendations. TTie matter 
may be discussed before the Bipartite Committee for a deci- 
sion. 


Demand No. 69— Senior Compounders. — The Unions de- 
mand that they be placed in the scale of Rs. 245—440 but I 
find that the Wage Board recommendations do not have the 
category of Senior Compounders; the Wage Board has re- 
commended only Rs, 205 -337 for qualified compounders. 
In view of this I recommend that Senior Compounders may 
be given an ad hoc payment of Rs, 15 per month wdth effect 
from 15-8-1973. 

Demand No. 70 — Automatic promotion to higher grade 
after 12 — 15 years of service. — This involves promotion policy 
and may be discussed in the Joint Negotiating Committee. 

Demand No. 71 — ^Despatch Clerk ana Comptometer Ope- 
rator,— The Unions have demanded that these persons must 
be placed in the scale of Rs. 245—440 instead of Rs. 205— 
337. As these persona were formerly in the grade of Rs. 48— 
100, they have been correctly placed in the new grade of 
Rs. 205-— 337, Therefore, there is no merit in this demand 
However, I would like the management to consider whether 
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peeping in view the promotion opportunities etc., a certain 
percentage of posts cun be reserved for being appointed in 
Grade I, 

Demand No. 72 — Steno-Typists.-— The Unions have de- 
manded that they be placed in the scale' of Rs, 280—440. 
I understand that these persons were earlier in the scale of 
Rs. 48^ — 100 and have been coricctly placed in corresponding 
grade of Rs. 205 — 337 and that in addition to the scale they 
arc being paid sleno allowqjice of Rs. 25 per month. In 
view of this, I do not consider any revision is called foii 

Demand No. 73~StcnoRraphcrs. — The Unions have de- 
manded the scale of Rs 305 — 505. Prior to the Wage Board 
Recommendations they were in grade of Rs. 7ft — 158 and 
have been coricctly placed in the corresponding scale of 
Rs, 245^ — 385. In addition, they are also being paid Rs. 25 
per month as stenographic allowance. In view or this, 1 see 
no iustiflcation in the demand. 

Demand No. 74— Assistant to Shotflrers. — At the meetma 
held on the llth and 12th April, 1973 both the parties agreed 
to have this mutually discussed and sorted out. However, it 
appears th.at no progress has been made in the talks so far 
held. I understand that Shoflirers employed in the NCDC 
In Dhanbad and Jabalpur legions have been provided with 
the Assistants to carry explosives etc. and they arc known as 
Explosives Carriers and nlaced in Category II. A similar 
arrangement may be worlted out in Singareni also through 
mntual discussions. 

Demand No, 75^ — Employment of 37 Piece-rated Female 
Maedoors of Belampalli as Category 1 employees. — The 
Unions have demanded that these be placed by the manage- 
ment in Category T on time-rated basis. The management have 
contended that the work was made available to them but as 
they have not been doing the required workload, they have 
been paid wages for the work done by them and they want 
full-back wages. As regards employment in Category I on 
daily rated basis, the management contend that they have no 
vacancies in which these female workers can be employed. 
Un compassionate grounds, 1 consider that they deserve some 
sympathy and 1 therefore iccoinmend to the management to 
take them on their rolls as Category I employees as early 
as possible and, in any event, before 31-3-1974 and assign 
them appropriate work. 

Demand No, 76 — Calculating jMachinc Operatois, Joy 
Loadeis, and Shuttle Cur Dihers — Machine Mining Opera- 
tors. — ^Thc Unions demand that they should be placed in th,i 
daily rate of Rs. 12—18 ,is in N.C.D.C. However, I Arid 
that this scale is admissible to the excavation workers in 
NCDC in open mines. I also sec that this is covered by the 
Report of the Sub-Committee of the Wage Board. As they 
have aheady been placed in new Category VI, I see no luati- 
tication tor any revision. 

Demand No. 77— Ash Mazdoors. — ^Thc Unions demand 
that Ash Mazdoors should be placed In Category III as against 
Category I recommended by the Wage Board. I also under- 
stand that in a conciliation settlement of January, 1970 certain 
ash mazdoors were allowed Category II as personal to them 
and that they would be utilised on any other jobs also. They 
had also agreed that ash mazdoois would continue to get pay 
merit In Category 1 In view of this T see no mciil in this 
demand. 


Demand No. 78.— Chemists.— The Unions have demandad 
grade of Rs. 3(15—575 foi Asstf. Chemists. I see that Che- 
mists were in the old grade of Rs. 125— 300 and were plac- 
ed in the giade of Rs. 305 — 575 and the Asstt. Chemists In 
the grade of Rs. 115 — 200 were placed in the scale of 
Rs, 245—440. I also undei stand that this category is not 
covered by the Wage Board. In view of this, and as these 
persons have received benefit of more than 10 per cent over 
their existing emoluments, I iie no justification in this de- 
mand. 


Demand No. 79 — Pharmacists. — ^The Unions doinindeJ 
that Pharmacists appointed after 15-8-1967 should also be 
given the grade of Rs. 245 — 440. I see the Wage Board 
recommended only one scale of Rs, 205 — 337 for the Phar- 


macists and that new cntrainls have been placed in the scale. 
In view of this, there is no mciil in this demand. 

Demand No. 80 — Nursing Tutoi.^ — ^Thc Unions have de- 
manded that the Nursing Tutors should be given the Grade 
of Rs. 305—575, This category which was in the old grade 
of Rs. 115 — 200 has been placed in the new grade of Rs. 245 — 
440 as Ijps been done in the case of other employees also 
m the same old grade. In view of this, 1 see no justifica- 
tion In this demand. 

Demand No. 81 — ^Payment of Fees for renewal of certifi- 
cates and providing alternative jobs to mining staff. — This is 
a general question and is currently under the consideration 
of the Government. 


Demand No. 82— Four advance increments to monthly paid 
staff. — ^Thls demand is based on the sanction of four advance 
increments to Overman, Mining Sirdars and Chargehands. The 
sanction of advance increments to certain categoiies of min- 
ing staff was the outcome of similar benefits granted to such 
staff in certain other major colliciies and this cannot be thi 
fiiound or justification for a demand in respect of all month- 
ly paid staff. The issue rnuy, however, be placed befor# 
the Joint Negotiating Committee for consideration on industry 
wide basis. 


Demand _No, 83— I.T.I. Tradesmen. — ^The Wage Board Re- 
commendations in this regard aliall be accepted and categori- 
sation decided accordingly. 


Demand No. 84 — Auxiliary Tubine Attendants. — The Unions 
have demanded that they shoultl be placed in Category IV. 
These wotkmen were in old Category V and they have been 
now placed in new Category III rind the persons promoted to 
these posts after implementation of the Wage Board Recom- 
mendations have also been placed in Category III. I, there- 
fore, sec no justification in this demand for placing them to 
Category IV. 


In the end, 1 would once again stress the need for mutual 
understanding and cooperation between the management and 
the workmen, so us to ensure higher and higher levels of pro- 
duction. They should meet fiequently to discuss Issues of 
cotnmon interest and to settle any differences that may arise. 
While It shall be the managemeut’s endeavour to treat the 
workcis as partners in production and create a congenial 
work environment and service conditions, it shall be the duty 
of the trade unions to piomote among the workmen a pro- 
ductivity consciousness, and a sense of commitment to the 
indusliy. I sincerely hope that this award will help create 
the conditions for achieving liiglier productivity and promot- 
ing an atmospheie of industrial peace in this vital industry. 

SdA 

K. V, RAGHUNATHA REDDY, Presiding Officer 

11-2-19/4, 

BEFORE THE HO’BLE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
fCENTRAL) A1 HYDERABAD. 

Industrial Dispute No. 30 of 1967 

BETWEEN 


The Tandur Coal Mines Labc'Ur Union, Kothagudlum 
Collieries P.O. .. Petitioner 


AND 

The Management, Singareni Collieries Co. Ltd.. P. 0. 
Kothagudium Collieries, ... Respondent 
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(1) Shri S. S. John, B’ Power House, Kothagudium. 

(2) Shri Oandham Rajaiah, ‘H’ Power House, Kothagu- 
dium. 

(b) Similarly, the following I HoUer Firemen now in Cate- 
gory IV in Belampalli Power House will also be placed in 

2. In pursuance with the Order of the Hon'blc Tribunal, the grade of Rs. 205^ — ^337 as Asst. Bodcr Attendants with 

discussions were held between the Management of the Singa- effect from 1-6-1974 ; — 

reni Collieries Co. Ltd., and its woikmen represented by the 

Tandur Coal Mines L.abour Union on 30th and 31st August (D gri Matcha Mallaiah, Power House, Belampalli. 

and 1st and 2nd September, 1974 when the following ami- 
cable settlement w.is arrived at. (2) “ Gundu Ramadu, —do — — do — 


The Hon’ble Industrial Tribunal by its Order dated 20th 
August 1974 gave one montn's time to the Parties to mutually 
discuss and report their agi cement on Demand Nos. 40 and 
53 listed in the Award of Shri K. V. Raghunatha Reddy, 
Hon’ble Union Minister for Labour. 


3. Demand No, 40— Tyndals.— The following is the ex- 
tract from the Award of Shri Raghunatha Reddy on thft 
demand; — 


(3) „ Q. Vincent, 

(4) „ Aknoori Odeloo, 



“I understand that as a result of conciliation settlement, 
certain posts in Category IV have been agreed to in 
certain areas liite Workshops, Power House etc., but 
not in certain other Depaitments. In view of this, 
I recommend that in tliis Category also, a certain 
proportion of posts to be settled by mutual discus- 
sion between the Mauagement and the Unions may 
be raised to Category IV,” 

Although the Hon’ble Labour Minister slated that the pro- 
ortionatc increase in Calegoiy IV posts of Tyndals should 
c in Departments where certain posts were not already 
created under the agreement, tlie requirements of the De- 
partments were reviewed at the request of the Tandur Coal 
Mines Labour Union. 


5. The above understanding i.s in lull and final settlement 
of Demand Nos. 40 and 55 referred to in the Award, of the 
Hon’ble Union Minister for Labour. 

6. It is, thcrefoie, prayed that an Award may be passetl 
In I.D. 30 of 1967 as urged in the Petition dated 20th March 
1974 jointly filed by the Unions and the Management, 

FOR WORKMEN : 

Sd/- 

1. S. Nagaiah Reddy, President. T.C.M.L. Union. 

Sd/- 

2. S. K. Srinlvasan, General Secy., T.C.M.L. Union, 

FOR MANAGEMENT ; 


(a) Based on the discussions held in pursuance of the 
Hon’ble Tribunal’s Order, the Management have agreed to 
increase the number of posts of Tyndals by 86 in the Sur- 
face Departments of various Divisions. It is agreed that the 
distribution will be made by the Management in the different 
Departments i.e., 

(i) Kothagudium. — Main Workshop, Power House, V. K. 

WorK.shop. Main Stores, Building and Water Supply 

Departments. 

(ii) Belampalli. — Workshop, Power House, Main Stores 

ond Building Department. 


Sd/- 

1. M. K. V. Subbaiah, Area G.M., S.C. Co. Ltd- 

Sd/- 

2. N. Bhaskarachary, Chief Industrial Relations & Per- 

sonnel Officer, S.C, Co. Ltd, 

Dated 2nd September 1974, 

Kothagudium Collieries, 

K, V. RAGHUNATHA REDDY, Union Labour Minister 
11-2-1974. 


(ill) Raraaguiidam, — Power House and Workshop. 

fb) The required number a.s agreed to above between the 
parties will bo selected on the basis of suitability for the 
job- from among the mazdoois in Old Category III under the 
Mazumdar Award. 


(c) The selection of Tyndals from the Mazdoors will be 
made by the respective Area General Managers keeping in 
view the seniority-cura-raerit and suitability and their decision 
in respect of those Departments shall be final. TTie selection 
will be made within a period of one month from the date of 
passing the Award. 

(d) The Mazdoors who are- selected as Tyndals as above 
will be placed in new Category IV with effect from 13th 
August, 1974, 

4. Demand No. 55 — Boiler Attendants.— The Joint Wage 
Negotiating Committee for ihe Coal Industry is examining 
the giades to be allotted to Boiler Attendants and Asstt, 
Boiler Attendants and their iccommendations are awaited. As 
was agreed to before the Hon’blc Union Labour Minister 
that the issue will bo discussed mutually and come to a settle- 
ment, the disjiute relating to this demand was resolved by 
Memo, of Settlements dated 21st November 1973 and 20th 
December 1973. 

(a) However at the lequest of the Union it has been agreed 
to place the following uvo Boiler Firemen m Category IV 
as Asst. Boiler Attendants ai the grade of Rs. 205—337 with 
effect fiom l-U-1'973. 


BEFORE THE HON’BLE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(CENTRAL), AT HYDERABAD 

Industrial Dispute No. 30 of 1967 
BETWEEN 

The Singareni Collieries Workers' Union, Kothagudium 
Collieries P.O. . , Petitioner, 

AND 

The Management, Singareni Collieries Company Limited, 
P.O. Kothagudium Collieries, . . Respondent. 

The Hon’ble Industrial Tribunal by its Order, dated 20th 
August, 1974 gave one month’s time to the parties to mutual- 
ly discuss and report their aweement on Demands Nos. 40 
and 55 listed in the Award of Shri K. V. Raghunatha Reddy, 
Hon’ble Union Minister for Labour, 

2. In pursuance with the Orders of the Hon’ble Tribunal, 
di.scussions weie held between the Management of the Singa- 
reni Collieries Co. Ltd,, and its workmen represented by the 
Singareni Collieries Workers’ Union on 30th and Slst August 
and 1st and 2nd September, 1974 when the following ami- 
cable settlement was arrived at i— 

3. Demand No, 40— Tyndals.— The following is the extract 
from the Award of Shri Raghunatha Reddy on this demand; — ^ 
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I understand that as a result of conciliation settlement, 
certain posts in Catcgoiy IV have been agreed to 
in certain areas like Workshops, Power House etc,, 
but not in certain other Departments. In view of 
this, I recommend that in this category also, a cer- 
tain proportion of posts to be settled by mutual dis- 
cussion between the Management and the Unions 
may be raised to Categoiy IV.” 

Although the Hon’ble Labour Minister stated that the pro- 
portionate increase w Category IV posts of Tyndals should 
be in Departments where ccitain posts were not already creat- 
ed under the agreement, the requirements of the Departments 
were reviewed at the request of the Singareni Coilierie.s 
Workers’ Union. 

(a) Bused on the discussions held in pursuance of the 
Hon’ble Tiibunal’s Order, the Management have agiecd to 
incieasc the number of posts of Tyndals by 86 in the Sur- 
face Dep,utments of vaiious Divisions. It is agreed that the 
dlstribrilioir wiU be made by the Management in the different 
Depaitnienfs I.e., 

(i) Kothagudium. — Mam Workshop, Power House, V. K. 

Workshop, Main Stores, Building and Water Supply 
Departments. 

'•C T-rrrviv tU, “ f - ' -*1 ' ' t 

(ii) Bclampalli. — Workshop, Power House, Main Stores 

and Building Department. 


6, It is therefoie prayed that .m Award may be passed In 
f.D. 30 of 1967 us urged in ihc Petition dated 20*3-1974 
jointly filed by the Unions and Uic Management. 

FOR WORKMEN , 

Sd/- 

1. M. Komaraiah, 

Geneial Secictary, S, C. Workers’ Union, 

Sd/- 

2. V. Rajeswata Rao, 

Jt. Secy., S. C, Workers’ Union. 

Sd/- 

3. K. Achutan, 

Branch Secj^, S. C. Workers’ Union, 

Yellandti, 

Sd/- 

4. P. Ramuloo, 

Central Council Member, 

S. C. Workers’ Union, Godavari Khant. 


(iiij Ramagundam. — Power- House and Workshop, 


FOR MANAGEMENT : 


(b) The required number as agreed to above betw'ccn the 
parties will be selected on the basis of suitability for th^ job 
from among the Mazdoois in old Category Ilf under Mazum- 
dar Awar d. 

(c) The selection of Tyndals from the Mazdoors will be 
i-nude by the respective Area General Managers keeping in 
view the scniority-cum-mcrit and suitability and their deci- 
sion in respect of those Departments shall be final. The 
selection will be made within a period of one month from the 
date of passing the Award. 

*^4) The Mazdoors who are selected as Tyndals as above 
will be placed in new Categoiy IV with effect from 15th 
August 1974. 

4. Demand No, 55— Boiler Attendants.- The Joint Wage 
Negotiating Committee for the Coal Industry is examining the 
grades to be allotted to Boilers Attendants and A'-stt. Boiler 
Attendants and their recommendations arc awaited. As was 
agreed to before the Hon’ble Union Labour Minister that the 
issue will be discussed mutually and come to a settlement 
the dispute relating to this demand was resolved by Memo 
of Settlements dated 21st November, 1973 and 20lh Decem- 
ber, 1973. 


Sd/- 

1. M. K. V. Subbaiah, 

Area G.M., S, C. Co, Ltd. 

Sd/- 

2. N. Bhaskaraebary, 

Chief Tridnstiial Relations & Personnel Officer, 

S. C Co Ltd 

Dated. 2nd Scptcmhci, 1974, 

Kothagudium Collieries. 

r. NARASINtrll RAO, Presiding Officer. 

LNo. 7/21/67-LRlI] 
k.M F- 4K ZljALA, Dy, Secy, 


E -fr, I I rjirrqy i a 7 1 


la) However, at the request of the Union, it has been 
agreed to plncc the following two BoiJcr Fireirien in Cafe- 

Attendants in the grade of 
Rs. 205 — 337 with effect fiom l-1 1-1973 — 


1. ,Sri S. S John, B. Power House, Kothagudium, 

2. „ Gandh.im Rajaiah, — do — do 


(b1 Similarly, the following 4 Boiler Firemen now in CaU 
gory IV m Belampalli Power House will also be placed i 
Rs 205— 337 as .-kssistant Boiler Attendam 
with effect from I-6-I974. 


1. Sri 

2. „ 

3 ,, 

4. 


Matdia Mallaiah, Power House, Belampalli. 


Gundu Ramadu, 
Q. Vincent, 
Aknoori Odeloo, 



5. The ahewe understanding is in full and final settlemc 

T 4 referred to in the Award of tl 

Honble Uniijn Minister for Labour, 


4''“ 32 5 5. — i-TfVeir firflj wVr q5PT 

WtJ srfttffPTU lt)S2 (1952 rTT I s) <f7)- UTZT 13 UtI rjqirm 
( 1 ) 5T3J tprrt iifsciaf itTr jTiffjr qrf o 

ffiipT % SrfPFTI ^ ftrn jfTW: % RT 

pPrtmTtftff fsitri BTHR ^ tnur if ITT fip-jf! tiR 
tSTT ITT AT ^ RT yEffif n mftFT firrff furmT TTSTEr 

if RT frrff ffif TRUTR ^ ^ET if fsr7T%- i-riiT rj ■fPJIf ^ 

flTRPr RT rtTIJPT sf, rpflf % fifij fftR-RTT 


[imr tTo-i 201 ef 1 sj/T.T-ffToiiRjs j] 


i'icw uctm, me ivtn iMovember, 1974 

S,(). 3255. -In exercise of ihc pruvers conferred by 
^b-section (1) of section 13 of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the 
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Central Government hereby appoints Shri Y. Sin£h to be 
an Inspector for the whole of the State of Bihar for the 
iirposcs of the said Act, and the Scheme and the Family 
ension Scheme framed thereunder in relation to any estab- 
lishment belonging to, or under the control of the Central 
Government or in relation to any establishment connected 
with a railway company, a majoi- port, a mine or an oilfield 
or a controlled incinstry or in relation to an establishment 
having departments or branches in more than one Stale. 

[No. A-12016(18)/73 P.F.I.] 


^ fitM, 21 TTrrr, 1974 

tn* wto 3356. — hrfti tfVy ^vta 

Wff wftrPnttr 195 2 (1952 w 10) tSt httt s-t 41 mwn 
(1) ^ tffvy (rr) c im’TT'Jr ^r, wmr w xftx 
TTJt^jfFt ttrwT sTir f^irrr, srmjy urt 4 ^ wntfl 
% ^ if 41 sfO ^ *1 osit e ^ 

5 ^ tgTT ftwr tfrt 'imritT (‘git nfr gYtpnT) fimm 

grto qro tfwr 2U2tTr(fti s 1970 if 

f'tmftfwtt tfh: rf?ihFt grttff t, twfn : — 

wt if, got jfwr 21 h 3 2 trgt gat tiwr 

22 h 33 rFir % w if 5^’: ti'wtf'Fn fiffttr !JrTt! 3 n 
tiTr ^ ggrrt: -pr: hwtfiFT 22 4 "Ttmt 

’rmn 4 srfttfW' srfgffj 4 Tmpt fm^rfir^fr (ftt; 
'‘trrfirT fTwr ttiw, <ntf-^ : — 

"21. STT «tlT tm irf^, 

TntFTFt »TTTTT, 

wT firw, 

TRjt: r I 

[tftFTT 12 ( 3 )/ 69 - 4 fi>mito 2] 

TTlr tTttIT ’TVtTT, IRT nfnA 


New Delhi, the 21st November, 1974 

S.O. 3256. — In pursuance of clause (c) of sub-section (1) 
of section 5-A of the Employees' Provident Funds and 
Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the Central 
Government hereby appoints the Labour Commissioner 
and Additional Secretary to the Government of Rajasthan, 
Labour Department, laipur, as a member of the Central 
Board of Trustees and makes the following further amend- 
ments in the notification of the Government of India, in the 
late Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation 
(Department of Labour and Employment) S.O. No, 2412, 
dated the 6th ,Tuly, 1970 namely 

In the said notification Serial numbers 21 to 32 shall 
be renumbered us serial numbers 22 to 33 and 
before serial number 22 as so renumbered, the 
following shall be inserted against the entry 
‘Representatives of the State Governments’, name- 
ly 

■'21. The Labour Commissioner and Additional 
Secretary to the Government of Rajasthan, 
Labour Department, Jaipur”. 

[No. 12(5)/69-PF, ID 
R P. NARULa, Under Secy. 


2 6 s, 19 74 

g!To 3 2 5 7. — TtT: '•nTfr tT'ATT % tTcgtTtfpT gfrc TfWT 

nglTTT gSf ?FWT "Tto WTo 1571, 'TT^fn' 31 1963 

STTT nfstt 'Tu mmm, Tifm, fampr vjgifegi, g 4 

•jfZI'flH ?lftfTRr TT Tt p mn t ’ 

ipT., sm, sffefrfnr fggr? itfulim, 1017 (1017 grr u) 

4t tfm H 4 393FEfT T it, trmr tjnipm 

rmo %o fg-jg gfr TTifTf wr Sf irfe-T ■g'r utr 'ftenffr 

tfftrgntf iTTcff ^ I 

[gtlTT i(H-U02 5/37/74-‘(’4‘’5n7:<i-l] 

1^0 tpro ■aa'Wi'ilut, WLv' ufiii 


New Delhi, the 6th November, 1974 

S.O, 3257. — Whereas a vacancy has occurred In the ofllco 
of the presiding ofiScer of the Labour Court, Orissa, with head- 
quarters at Bhubaneshwar, constituted by the notification of 
the Government of India in the then Ministry of Labour and 
Empolyment, No. S.O, 1571, dated the Slst May, 1963; 

»r 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the provisions of section 
8 of the Industri.il Disputes .\ct, 1947 (14 of 1947), Ihe Cen- 
tral Government hereby appoints Shrl S. K. Mishra as pie- 
sldlng officer of the Labour Court constituted as aforesaid. 

[F. No, S-11025/37/74-LR. L] 
S. S, SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy, 


IJ5T igii- ?rpj^ ('HJq) «6T enpfarq 

30 'TgMR, 1974 

gtio wto 32 5S. — ITT' in# rmr ifnwrT ir#Tmr? itttt 

(fruTw) ^ '41%^ 4r Ti^^Ffr ir grsnr ^41# % #0- 

if 3 1-12-73 rU TFITTT ^ MT #3 # f# U# ### 
T) TfPTTT 4 #PT 4\ grimfiT 4i % f# tfEPT Thm 
wftffmriT, 106 5 # 'JTTT lafg) ^ q-tfr-r sTf^TT feqr 

ITT 4(5 TETTUnT ^’T # TT: fgf »ET4 f# 44# 

7, # vtittt TTgrTT ^ «rir tLseitt #rH '4 4t uftr- 
iJTTr TTo gr-q;4r-20( 12)/65 TTfEj 28 SERT, 1 965 ^ TlET 

qfScT ^ #3(444 >6) OTE 19 % "jv? (ly) i^r ffrTT 

STJE vrfwfT 44 WET 4# 12-11-74 # T4T (44)9147 

3TTT TT 4)44 % ?(<Er # TIERfr gir ##m gft htE 1 9 % 

rfVT (v) ^ qt# 4(44 % 4414 ## 473# if 3 41# 

( 44(4 30-1 1-7-1 447 ) 4# 44 qrtvr it f# ti 

44 # TW P4m PhtiVii #r 4 # 't7#Tf# gf) ^;q4T 
4 F# Sf## ff4T 4T4T k I 
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Pnft^/f'nfrsT^ fr tr 
tfV.'PTT 


Jr 4 TRIfCiiTt tripRlU ITTW 
4Y-3 4 'SrR^TTT, JTT^-4 


[?ru ilftTT-l6{ 1 4)/7 l-^rrTo rRo-l] 
wn:‘> ^ Cl sto ■ft jRT, 
»][OT xR 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF LABOUR COMMISSIONER 
(CENTRAL) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 30th November, 1974 

S.O, 3258. — Whereas an application has been made under 
Section 19(b) of the Payment of Bonus Acl, 1965 by Messrs. 
Ramakrishna Magnesite Mine (employer) in relation to their 
establishments mentioned in the Scheduie below for extension 
of the period foi the payment of bonus to their employees 
foi the accounting year ending on 31-12-1973, 

And whereas being satisfied that there are sufficient reasons 
to extend the time I have, in exercise of the powers conferred 
on me by the pioviso to clause (b) of Section 19 of the 
said Act read with the notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministiy of Labour and Employment No. 
WB/2(1(42)^65 dated the 28th August, 1965, passed order 
on 12*1 M 974 extending the period for payment of the said 
bonus by the said employer by 3 months (i.e, up to 30-11-1974) 
from the last date for payment of bonus under clause (b) 
of Section 19 of the Act. 

Now this is published for information of the employer 
and all the employees of the said establishment. 

THE SCHEDULE 

Name and address of the employeKs) Establishmentfsj 

M/s. Rama Krishna Magnesite Mine, 

C-34, Fairinnds, Sarem-4. 

[BA-16(14)/74 LS, I] 
R. L T. D’MELLO, Chief Labour Commissioner. 


fT*rr>T) 

nf ftrwfr, 1 1 1974 

ena WTo 33 S9. — pReiR STWRA xrrufiUT'T, 19SU 

{ I950TT 3l) tfV UTO 6 >81 ( l) SKT tTTR Wf4?pf1r R 

tnfFr gTT tUTPR srrr f^rtr) 

il ttrfisrn stftmfr % itt if tr wj- yfn tffs 

5it w wf^mnr epfipfii ur lrt ftre’iiTR 

sifrrtSTC IS?! ipr >erifl ifr fmsTrfitL tr^iw^ trit 

% fini JflljpRt wfvtTMT, tRlfw, % W if filim 

1 1 

[tfwr 1 iou(2)/!TtrrfT.T ^^ 1 / 74 ] 

MINISTRY OF SUPPLY & REHABILITATION 
(Department of Rehabilitation) 

New Delhi, the 11th November, 1974 

S.O. 3259.^ — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 6 of the Administration of Evacuee 
Property Act, 1950 (XXXI of 1950) the Ccntr.al Government 
hereby appoints for the State of Rajasthan Shri D. C, Chahal, 
-Settlement Officer in the Department of Rehabilitation (Settle- 
ment Wing) ns Assistant Custodian of Evacuee Property 
for the purpose of discharging the dulics imposed on such 
Custodian by or under the said Act, 

[No. 1101 1(2) /Adran. Cell/74] 

Wo Wo 3360. — fitwiluft wfw (trfTTTt: m4T yrohr) ttfii- 
fiBR, 1954 ( 1954 W 44) «(Sf tUTT 3 iff tJTWncr ( l) Jirr STfR 
sifTtm trr wfo r-A jir ^ojfrsr Jrrfn: rttr xrrEr- 

jpift^^irw^ifPCTt'sfr^otfro 
k sRpfti qr ’prtt iTO ttspu xrfirirrff qfr tfrf' uu ipr frrmrr- 

fen inif % Ptit rrsfCTiyq ip Prir srrjprft “k if 

fmjw rttif ft I 

[tfw 1 101 i(2)/stsrriR- irsT/74] 
^fo xrtfftrr, WTrqfTi 

S.O. 3260. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 3 of the Di.splaced Persons (Compen- 
sation & Rehabilitation) Act, 1954 (44 of 1954), the Central 
Government hereby appoints for the State of Rajasthan, Shri 
D. C. Chahal, Settlement Officer as Managing Officer for 
the purpose of performing the functions assigned to such 
officers by or under the said Act 

iNo. 11011(2>/Admn. Cell/74] 
D. N. .ASHA, Under Secy. 
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